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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI 

SAC, LOUISVILLE (44-643) 




JSEEfiBSON CIRCUIT CQJJRT, 
LOUISVILLE ^ _ KENTU5KY; 
MILLARD D. GRUBBS - VICTIM 
CIVIL RIGHTS 

Reference is made to Loui sville letter and LHM da ted 
April 12, 1966, bearing the caption I I 

JEFFERSON CIRCUI^OURT - CRIMINAL BRANCH, LOUISVILLE, KY. , 
ET AL; MILMRD^D^GRUBBS, ET AL - VICTIMS, CIVIL RIGHTS." 

Transmitted herewith is LHM (4). 

Instant matter is connected with referenced maj#er~! 

USA RIVERS in his letter transmitting GRUBBS' 
correspondence asked that appropriate investigation be conducted. 

He is being furnished a copy of instant LHM and will 
be advised that the matter has been furnished to the department 
and that no further investigation will be conducted in this matter 




Bureau (Enc. 4) 
l~Louisville 

G^H/sms 



Ice: AAG Civil Rights Division 
Form 6-94 ~/fL^^3^/€^L^ 
$' A?-^£ 1 « CIVIL RiGHfS UNIT 






S AUG 22 1966 
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> ' '« hri 




Special Agent in Charge 



Sent 



.M Per 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

; Reply, Phase Refer to LOUiSville, Kentucky 

r August 19, 19^6 



bvc I I 

JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT 
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY; 
MILLARD D, GRUBBS - VICTIM 
CIVIL RIGHTS 



By letter dated August 17, 196b, Ernest W, Rivers, 
U, S. Attorney, Western District of Kentucky, furnished a 
letter from Millard D. Grubbs dated August 11, i960, to Mr. 
Rivers, This letter enclosed a copy of the letter also dated 
August 11, 196b, to Mr. Elmer N. Carrell, Clerk, Jefferson 
Circuit Court, Louisville, Kentucky. 

The letter from Mr. Grubbs to Mr. Rivers is quoted 
as follows: 

"I enclose herewith a copy of my letter dated today 
addressed to the Clerk of the Jefferson Circuit Court relative 
to the unlawful conversion of funds deposited with said clerk 
as cash bail bonds, 

Hon. Martin R. Glenn, Clerk of the U. S. District 
Court here has the record of a removal proceeding in this matter 
that is now pending upon appeal before the U, S« Circuit Court 
of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, in which Hon. William J. 
Dammarell, former U. S, District Attorney, Cincinnati, is 
representing the movants -appellants in said case. 

I am informed by I ""[ FBI here that 

he has given copies of pleadings and steps in this matter to 
your office, and therefore, I assume that vou are in some 
respect acquainted with the case. 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned 1:0 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed out- 
side your agency. 
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I nave a copy of the official transcript of evidence 
in a trial held on January 24, 1966, in the Jefferson Circuit 
Court, before Judge, J. Miles Pound , which had jurisdiction 
of the case, as it was still exclusively within the Federal 
Courts on appeal from an order to remand, issued by Judge Henry 
".>• Brooks, The appeal was taken pursuant to Subsection (D) 
of Section l44? Title 26 U, 3, C. The stay of state court 
proceedings in such case is not by judicial order, but is 
under the mandate of the statute itself and contained in 
Section 1446 (E) , 

The importance of this matter and the seriousness 
of the denials of our civil and constitutional rights causes 
ne to write you for an appointment in which I can discuss with 
you the Federal Laws with relation to the admitted facts in 
this affair. 

I will appreciate hearing from you at once with a 
dace of appointment," 



as follows: 



Mr. Grubbs ' letter to Mr. Elmer N. Carrell is quoted 



"On February 4, 1965, as Chairman of the National 
law Enforcement Committee, I deposited with your office, the 
sum of Twenty Five Hundred (2500) Dollars, as bail in the amounts 
of $500,00 each for the five defendants named in indictment 
rjumoer 129696. 

On January 25, i960, these appearance bonds were no 
longer needed and the liability under them ceased and it was 

our official duty to have refunded the $2500.00 to me. In 
a(n effort to keep from discharging faithfully your official 

uty as clerk, vou have resorted to falsehood, fraud, subterfuge 
ajnd an attempt to absorb as much of this casn bond deposit by 

laiming illegal and fictitious costs in the case and striving 
tjo apply this bond deposit money on such illegitimate claims 
in order to convert to your own use and benefit or to the use 
and benefit of others the funds of this cash deposit. On 
February 28, 1966, you finally gave checks totaling $1629.60 to 
Mr. Jack M. Lowery, my Attorney here, and keeping under said 
fictitious and unlawful claims, the sum of $670.40 which you 
qave unlawfully converted, all of which you have done under 
color of law in participating in and in aid of carrying out the 



b'7C 



corrupt criminal plot to 'PROTECT H. A. LEWIS, DIRECTOR OF 
REAL ESTATE FOR THE URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY OF LOUIoVILLE, ' AND 
TO 'GET MR. MILLARD D. GRUBBS - CHAIRMAN OF THE NATIONAL LAW 
ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE' because of his unyielding loyalty and 
devotion to the government and laws of our ancestors. 

In your avid and energetic promotion of the Hellish 
plot to 'Get Mr. Grubbs ' by using public power to deny him all 
of his constitutional and civil rights, the following is a 
partial and impressive list of the violations of solemn 
official oath and the betrayal of sacred public trust of acts 
which have eventuated. 

(I) The receipts you gave for the said cash 
deposit were on the printed forms of former Clerk of the Court, 
Mr. John R. Hennessy, and your name did not appear thereon. 

(II) The said receipts were given in the names of 
the defendants themselves for whose release the said money was 
deposited by me, and you and all your deputies connected with 
the deposit of the cash amount of $2500.00 saw me hand Mr, 
John T. Gover the cash for each of said bonds and well knew I 
was the one putting up the money. 

(ill) A motion for a rule against you was filed in 
April, 1965; to compel you to correct said improper receipts, 
and your evil intentions in the matter came to the surface when 
you refused to correct said mistake and resisted the motion 
by influencing the extremely hostile Judge, J. Miles Pound, 
to keep a hearing from taking place on the motion by passing it 
to another day and on and on. 
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(IV) 



had 



to 'Read the riot act' to force you to refund her $2,000.00 in 
c|ash she deposited in connection with this fraud and frame-up. 

In letter in reply to my notice to you relative to 
this matter, your Mr. McKinowey wrote advising that the cash 
deposit fund would be returned to this committee when the cases 
were over. 

On February 26, 1966, you gave to Mr. Jack M. Lowery, 
mjy attorney here, checks totaling $lb29.60, and you have thus 
converted to your own use and benefit, or to the use and benefit 
of others, the sum of $870. 40, and you have done the above 
unlawful acts in participation of the bold and boastfully 

3 
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expressed plan go 'Protect H, A. Lewis, Director of Real Estate 
for the Urban Renewal Agency here, ' and to do so by 'Getting 
Mr. Millard D. Grubbs, ! by the denial of civil and conscitutlonal 
rights secured him by the Constitution and la^s of the U. S. 

I hereby demand that you mail check for the balance 
due me from said cash deposit above stated. 



4* 
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DIRECTOK, FBI (44-28247) 
SAC, LOUISVILLE (44-643) (P) 

— a 



SUBJECT: t , 

™ JEFFERSON CIRCUIT. COURT - 

CRIMINAL BRANCH, LOUISVILLE, 
JflaiXUCKY, ET AL; 
MILLED D." GKUBBS - VICTIM 
ET AL; 
CIVIL RIGHTS 

He Louisville letter 4-12-66, 

On 9-15-66, victim GRUBBS voluntarily personally 
appeared this office and furnished copy of a motion and 
supporting affidavit he had filed in criminal court, Louisville, 
Kentucky, during Aug., 1966. Motion and affidavit relate to 
motion to correct record of the local trial against GRUBBS/ He 
claimsthat during the trial a discussion was held in the judge's 
chambers ss to the instructions to be issued to the jury; that 
GRUBBS was present during such discussion acting as his own 
attorney, and when GRUBBS attempted to have the judge include 
in his instructions to the jury that criminal intent was a 
necessary element of the alleged crime committed, the judge 
ordered GRUBBS from the chambers thereby leaving GRUBBS with no 
one to represent him during the remainder of the discussion in 
chambers. 



LHM follows. 



EX-11Q 



5/ ™ Bureau 

- Louisville 
WLW : bmg 
(5) 



.» •*"*.,/, 



w SEP 3 61966 



A 






4} 
JISEP261QBB 




Approved 



Special Agent in Charge 



Sent 



.M Per 
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UNITED STATES GOVEF 1ENT 

Memorandum 




DIRECTOR, FBI (44-28247) 



SAC, LOUISVILLE (44-643) (C) 



date: 9/20/66 



subject*: Vj b7c 

l 



JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT - 

CRIMINAL BRANCH 

LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY; 

ET AL; 

MILLARD D. GRUBBS - VICTIM; 

ET AL 

CIVIL RIGHTS 

Re Louisville airtel 9/15/66. 

Enclosed are original and three copies of a 
letterhead memorandum of this date regarding captioned 
matter. Copy furnished USA, Louisville, Ky. 

As Bureau will note the enclosed letterhead 
memorandum has attached to it copies of an FD-302 which 
has attached to it copies of several documents furnished 
by GRUBBS. These are attached to only three copies of the 
enclosed FD-302. 

During GRUBBS voluntary contact it was again 
point ed out to him that as he had been earlier advised 
by SA I I Assistant Attorney General JOHN 

DOAR, has concluded there is no investigative jurisdiction 
of the FBI in this matter* GRUBBS stated he understood 
this but he did feel that the FBI's record in this matter 
should contain the information he furnished on September 15, 1966. 




, ji-**- Bureau (Enc. ^ 
1 - Louisville 
WLW/eb f ^ 



(3) 



** 



&> 



*p 



&-103 



lec: AAG O^l Rights Divteftm 
Form 6-94 & -J^LS/^e£o^ 
cc CIVIL RIGHTS UMT 
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-L~ff* 1 

vzsmt ' 

Buy US. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Flan 




FD 302 (fltev 4 1 5-64) 



o o 

FL^£RAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

rw. Sentenber 20, 1966 



HILUBD », aRSBBS, 1427 *euth «i*th Street, 
fceuisville, Kentucky, voluntarily appeared at the 
Louiaville Office of the Inderal Bureau of Investigation 
and furnished the relieving data: 

mmm stated he Halt ti» FBI'i record concerning 
hie ease ebsuld contain the following information: 

to June 10, 1966, Jefferson County CrUalnal Court 
judge J. *n» W8», denied wnt notion f*r a new trial 
and eeafir*»d the jwy's reesaneadatien of a five year 
prison sentence fer fflOWft. hereafter ORUBBS, ttoeutfi 
his attorney, JACK UW» filed an appeal with the 
Court of Appeals in Frankfort, Kentucky. 

Later in reviewing the transcript of trial 
records, OJKfflBS wted that it did net refleet an incident 
which had occurred In the chanters of Judge F$&& during 
the trial when OROafiS, acting as his own attorney, 
requested POMP instruct the Jury that criminal intent 
was a necessary elea*nt in the alleged erine* during 
the discussion, according t o gBgfl Bg, WW» becane 
extrenely incensed, cursed WOBm , and ordered hin 
fren the chapters, learlng GOTBBS with no legal 
representation during the remainder of the discussion. 
Accordingly, during August, 1966, GHOBBS filed with the 
court a notion for the record to be corrected to show the 
incident had occurred. 

mmm wade available a copy of the following 
feeunents he had filed with the court in this respect: 

An undated, unsigned "Motion To Correct Accord " 
in the case of ewseenwealth of %ntwefcy vs, milard 
©♦ Sruhbs. et ale* by JACK M. LMWi A., Attorney 
(One page); 

Undated, unsigned affidavit by WLLARB 1, 
mmm (fue pages); 



^|q /15/66 -» Louiovllle. lentucto Ftie# U *»-6»3 
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by^ . ■ ■ 



Th.s document contains ne.ther recommendahons nor conclus.ons of the FBI ]l I. Ih. property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency, 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency 
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An undated, unsigned "iupplenental Affidavit * 
by KXLUfiP D. MQBB* [f»e P*g*»)i 

Affidavit of JANE* E. FXJfBE dated August 34, 
1966 (On* page); 

Update, unsigned affidavit of BBS&X& T. 
HNtBXS {Two pages) 

Affidavit of AUBWSJ P. Simn (Attorney 
Kb* represented GtfOBBS co-defendants, JCttH 
«0TCK 9 WAMKH KOJLIKIW, and JAK8 FUCH) dated 
August 24, 1966 (Two pages); 

Affidavit of Connsnwealtfa Attorney. EPtftti 
A # 3CHH«KD», JR., dated August 26, 1966 
(Or* pegs); 

Affidavit of Assistant Connonitealth Attorney 
JQH* BOOBS dated August 26, 1966 (Qo* page); 

Affidavit of Court Heporter, JfAMtSKJCTTE 
WCHRIMK dated August 29, 1966 (Two page*). 

One eopy of each of the above document* li attached 
hereto. 

QRWE& pointed out that in the affidavit of 
aCiffiOEKlJ© and fUXattt, they state they at 00 tine teard 
Judge POOTD state the words attributed to hln by GROBBS 
and observed that s owt reporter vas present at all 
tines during the trial and transcribed everything that 
Mas said* In this respect 0AQBBS noted that the Covert 
Reporter, LOU&ZDQE, in her affidavit stated there 
could have been tines during the trial when nim was not 
present at discussions held in the Judge's ehanbers but 
she has 09 recollection one nay or the other on this 
point but does not recall being present in the chambers 
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duriqg any discnaeien between parties as to the instructions 
be given a Jury, GKBEBa observed It was at this tlaa that 
POMD had cursed hi* and ordered his fro* the ree». 

GKOEM oesmnted that regarding hi* co-defendants 
JOHN GOTfifi and VALOR W3LLHKH, neither haa had *y contact 
with GHOTBS since the trial In January, 1966. aiHffiBS 
anticipates no further contact with either as OROBBS 
feele they agreed nat to further associate with him in 
return for Judge POOMD withholding Judgment In March, 
1966, as to the Jury«e reeoeawndatien that they ba 
ft t Ten prieen tana. 

QJHIBBS rtMrlad that tk» transcript of his 
trial record was *ent to tha Court of Appeals, FranHhrt, 
Kentucky, on September 1, 1966, where tha mat tar la new 
pending. 

ORUBB* also mentioned that hla appeal to tha 
Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals, Cincinnati, tela, wherein 
he has appealed the opinion of United Stataa District Court 
Judas mmY L. BROOKS, Louisville, Kentucky, in January, 
i960, denying OROBBS request that his case he transferred 
fru local court to Federal court la atill pending. This 
appeal la being handled for hla by Attorney WILLIAM Q. 
DAHUSBLL of Cincinnati, Ohio, who filed "an excellent 
brief with the Circuit Court on August 2$, 1966. The 
Government has 30 days to anawer the brief* 

GRUEB3 commented that recently JUss BESSIE T* 
M0BRX3 who had headed the Community Improvement League 
in Louisville and who is interested In assisting 0R0BB3 
in hla difficulties, took a copy of DAJOUflELL'e brlaf 
to tfolted States Attorney ERBTC w. RITOBS in Louisville 
and waa told by RIVMS that he already has a copy of 
this brief. 




In Reply, Please Refer to 
FikNo 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Louisville, Kentucky 
September 20, 1966 
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JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT - 

CRIMINAL BRANCH 

LOUISVILLE, PMTUgKy; 

JBMfflHggH COUNTY. KENTUCKY 



JEBffigMi SWNTY. KKNTWKY; . 

URBAN RENEWAL AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT, LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY; 
MILLARD P. GRUBBS - VICTIM; 
I J - VICTIM; 



CIVIL RIGHTS 



- VICTIM; 
- VICTIM; 
J - VICTIM 



Attention Is Invited to memorandum dated April 12, 
1966, and previous memoranda concerning captioned matter. 
Attention is also invited tQ a BBfflQranflUF dated August 19, 
1966, entitled I I Jefferson Circuit 

Court, Louisville, Kentucky; Millard D. Grubbs - Victim; 
Civil Rights." 

Attached is a copy of a report of interview with 
Millard D, Grubbs on September 15, 1966. 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 



ENCLOSURE / 



.*J, 12W6 



CMtiNWudn Gi< *UTUCkY 



JEFFbte-W CMCUiT 01UIIT 
CRIMINAL jXANCii 

second division 

plain::.'? 



-vs- 



MVTPN TO CMRECT RrCOUD 



; MILLARD D. GUUbbb, et al 



oOo 



WI-^aNT 



Cones the defendant, in person and by counsel and pur*i«»rt 
to Kule 12.60, Kentucky Rules of Criminal Procedure noves the Court 
to correct the record in the above styled action by supplying ana 

including in the S3id record the following accurate narrative account' 

t 

of an occurrence which took place in chambers' during the trial of ! 
the auove styled action and which is not presently reflected m j 
tne records of the Court or the transcript of evidence. In suf./xu, 
whereof thera lb atUcned hereto, the affidavit of the defendant, 
MILLW D. GRUB3S. 



Jdck M. Lower y, Jr, 
Attorney for Defendant 
417-10 Louisville Trust Bldj, 
Louisville, Kentucky. 40202 
587-0506 



X ~ — — — " - - —t r. 



Ou3K ( * ~^*~'omj: 



At a Court Held Aurust 29, 1966 ' 
Affidavit of Court Reporter filed as 
Counter-affidavit on behalf of defendant - 

Piled in Clerk, 3 Office August 29, 1966 

Comes the affiant, and first being duly Bworn, deposes 

and states as follows: 

I am wiargueryte Lochrldge, the Official Rpporter for 

The Jefferson Circuit Court, Criminal Branch, Second Division. 

In this capacity, I was present during the trial of the 

above styled action. During the course of this trial there 

wpre at least two sessions in which I was summoned into 

chambers and out of the hearing of the jury and at the request 

of either the judpre, Commonwealth, or one of the defendants 

10 record and transcribe the proceedings that tool* place there. 

On each of these occasions, X recorded the proceedings to 

the best of my ability and tlhey are contained in the transcript 1 

of record. ' 

There may have been certain occasions in which I 

the oarties, the Commonwealth, and the trial Judge retired 

to chambers during which tl«e I was not present, although, 

I have no recollection on* way or the other concerning this. 

I do not recall, however, being present in chambers during: 

any discussion by the parties of the instructions. The only " 

recollection cf the events Surrounding the preparation of ( 

Instructions were that these instructions were given me by 

the trial Judge at various times during the trial near the 

close of the case, I am quite certain that I was never present 

in chambers with the Commonwealth, the trial Judge, or the 

various defendants for any discussion of the instructions. 

To the best of my recollection, when the case was closed by 

both the Commonwealth and dsfendants, I retired to my office 

to comojete tne ©reparation of the instructions. That is all 

I know concerning this. The first information I received 

concerning these allegations was when I received a phone ca31 

from Mr. Grubbs approximately a month ago informing we of oaro. 
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roi!]Y | -«T'- fi »ff-tr ! *»vlt of John Rogers, FJled in Clerk, s Office), 
AufmBt ^6, 1Q66, is as follows; to-w1t: [ 

t 

Co-"es th» affiant, John Roper* f Assistant Commonwealth 

■Vttorn-y of the ^Oth Judicial T)i^tr1ct, and bejnp first duly 

sworn according to law, d^pos*** nnd states as follows: 

Purine the trial of the above styled case, counr»l for 

the CoTmonwealth as well **s counsel for an defendants had *» 

number of h»irin<*s in chambers of the trial Judp-e, J. M13o S 

Pound, out of th« h^aplnr of th a Jury to discuss numerous 

d^f^n**** motions or Commonwealth motions on Doints of law. Durln^ 

nil of thpse sessions without question the court reporter was 

present and recorded and transcribed everything that was said. 

Counsel for the Commonwealth, or his assistant, was pre«*»nt 

durin" nil of the proceedinrs in this case and at no time did 

we h*sr the trial judpe state the words attributed to him by 

the defendant, Millard T). Grubbs. 

Millard D. Grubbs at his insistence during this entire 

trial renrespnted^imnelf and at many times exnressed the 

belief that only he was competent to so represent himself. He 

wns present durinp all proceedings In court before the ,1ury 

and In chambers with the court. At no time did any hearing 

occur in Mr. Grubbs, absence and to the best knowledge of the 

affiant, the circumstances and facts set forth in the affioavit 

of Millard T). Grubbs are without foundation. 

/ft/ John Ropers 

Assistant Commonwealth Attorney 

Subscribed and sworn to before me by John Rogers this 

26th day of Aurust, 1966 

Virginia M. Paskewitz 
Notary Public 

Jefferson County, Kentucky 
My Commission expires 
, May 31, 1970 



1 
Before me the undersigned authority in and. for the * t 

state and county aforesaid, personally appeared Margueryte 

Lochrldfe and states that the statements contained in the 

a fore sate affidavit are true as dhe verily believes. 

Subscribed and sv.om to by Margueryte Loohridge on the 

29th day of August, 1966. 

Janice L. Byrnes (Wilson) 
Notary Public 
State-at larpe, Ky. 
Mv Commission expires 
January 29* 1969 

It is hereby certified that a true cony 
and correct cony of the foregoing affidavit was 
mailed to Edwin A. Rchoerin^, Jr., Commonwealth, s 
Attorney, 30th Judicial District, Court House 
Louisville, Kentucky, on the 29th of August, 1966 

Attorney for defendant 



NO. 129596 



COMMONWEALTH OP KENTUCKY 



JJtfPEASON CIRCUIT COU*T 
CRIMINAL 1UANQI 
SECOND UIVISION 

PLAINTIFF 



-vs- 



SUP PL I MENTAL AFFIDAVIT 



MILLAjU) D. GAUBBS, at al 



D£F£NtMNTS 



0O0 



Comes the defendant* MILLAJU) D. GRUBBS, who first toeing 
duly sworn, deposes and states as follow*: 

My affidavit previously filed in support of the Motion to 
Correct the Record is herein reiterated in its entirety and in- 
corporated herein by reference. In addition to the matters contained 
in that affidavit, Z wish to additionally to state as follows: 

On or about the 1st day of February , 1966, X caused to be 
filed an "Application For Injunction And For Temporary Restraining 
Order*' before the United States Court Of Appeals for the Sixth 
Circuit in which I sought to restrain the Jefferson Circuit Court, 
Criminal branch. Second Division, from proceeding any further in the 
above styled action. In this application X stated under oath as 
follows: 

" The behavior and demeanor of the said State Court and 
its presiding Judge were only hostile to the defendant and this 
Appellant therein and it reached a climax at the time there &;p_zi.*,.<J 
«tnd u ,eir attorneys were ca'led into chambers by the said JuC-% to 
discuss the instruction to .e gives, to the jury in salt :r. .- 
Our ins *fce **i<l d is- • -- -*'- c - i'* en 5e-* tJ t' _« £.. 
Ej..cd the preside *c - ;o _ «... ^ ais s-nctrui- i.-.. ,, 
7 the u.,o " •■ . • ;;.a - 



1a«joo*-» 



U 



criminal intent, to which the Judge Atated in substance that such 
instructions would work harm to the defendants and in the following 
argument between the Judge and this appellant, the said presiding 
Judge made thin statement: f God Damn you, get out of this roon or 
I'll have you thrown out. ' At that point this aopellant t then was 
acting as his own counsel in said trial, looked at the Judge a moment 
as two deputy sheriffs moved to enforce the Judge's orders and he 
left the conference in the Judge's office without anyone being in 
there to defend his rights or to protect then* and auch instructions 
were not given the jury." 

The affiant further states that the records of the United ' 
State Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit in the matter of the 
affiant's application for injunction and for temporary restraining 
order against the Jefferson Circuit Court will reveal, and the 
affiant ask this court to take judicial notice of the fact that no 
response to the above sworn application was filed by the Honorable 
J. Miles Pound, Judge of the Jefferson Circuit Court, Criminal 
Branch, Second-Division, nor was any response filed in his behalf 
by the Commonwealth Attorney of this Judicial District, the 
Attorney General of the Commonwealth of Kentucky or otherwise and 
that the said applications stand Judicially admitted as a consequence 
thereof. 



' Ai ' Hani 

state op kentucky ) 
; ) ssj 

COUNTY OP JEFF£KSON> 

Before me, a notary public in and for the State and County 
1 aforesaid, personally appeared Millard D. Grubbs, who first b:in^ 
duly sworn states that the statements contained in the foregoing 
Affidavit are true as he verily believes* 

My commission expires March 5, 1967* 



lfotary~fub lie, Jeff, Co., Ky. 

JACK M LOWERY, JR 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

■ «» 1* LOUrtVllLE TMUBT IUILOHM 

LOUiaVILLB KENTUCKY 44101 
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MO. 12*396 



JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT 
CRIMINAL tlitANCh 
SECOND DIVISION 



h 'Co-'iwoNrt/iALrH c» *.i**i»cky 



ii 



-vs- 



M> P I j .* V I 



Pl^I.Vil.'f 



MILLARD D. JliltoBS, et al 



O-.-LN. . a*' 



oCo 



COi.*- ihc affiant, wao first being duly sworn, depose 

states -t .ilows: 

.- * v i'.j joi. t during the r»al of tiw aoovt act-on. vi.e 

jud^e reti..- to chancers too. cv_^ with p-utiw- -nd t.itx. ,;,. .„_ 

•.ac instructions to be given ir. U.iL case ot_. of t.. >rci.ei*.c». «^ 

wcarir-s of :h^ Jury, After the jucije, the d««cnC&rt&, anc* t u eir 

respective attorneys, this affiant and the ComBor.wcalth /t*:**fcey 

were assemble! in the s^id c.i-ubors, this affiant requestec xn ^uo- 

btance that the tri-1 ju t ,e i;.3.:at. tne jary that criminal *i ;c.x 

was a necessary element of the alleged cr -- in the c*se. The 

affiant doe» not know why buv the trial judge became apparently 

angry at the affiant and shouted: 

"God damn you, get out of this roon or 2*11 have 
you thrown out." 

The affiant, who at this tine and place was acting as his 
own attorney, was thus given no alternative but to le*vc the ca-ioos 
and did so. As a result, no one w«s left in chambers during tie 
preparation of the i-istruc -ons to *i>sert or defend the rights of 
■ tnis affiant cr to otherwibw »ct in his behalf. The requested in- 
struction to the jury kas cc .^ec^ntly nou given. 



y 



•i 



( , 



STAT£ OP KENTUCKY ) 

) 

COUNTY OP JEPPfcRSON) 



SS: 



Before me personally appeared Millard D. Grubba who first 
being duly sworn states that he has read the statements contained 
in the foregoing Affidavit and that the same are true as he verily 
believes* 

Subscribed and sworn to on this the ___ day of August, 
lv66« My commission expires March 6, 1967* 



Notary Public* Jefferson county, Ky. 



r,, 



; ^ 'w '* 



ji-**«T*SO^ CIACUI? COURT 
scoria - DIVISION 



::o. -29^6 

CoiAiionriu-lth of Kantuclcy 



Plaintiff 



v AFFIDAVIT 

?cul Ii. V.ri-ht, ct al Defendants 

Low oo o w zhc bra* affiant and defendant Jar*es £. Finch, 
and fll^s Si £» affidavit in support of the notion to correct t.ic 
record *r. t.-.ij dse, and Dci-»s duly cworn states ao follow.: 
^h«t xn the trial of tho above styled c^ss and court on 
jj-u^ry £ -r and ?5th 1966, ;.;; a po-'it in said t_j.al, Judc 
J. M*_aa Fo^-nd, presiding iTud_a in said case retired to c^ ^.. 
to discuji *ith the parties hursts and all counsel t,he 1; - u uOo-ci.. 
to do c-ven the Jury in this case. After vno a-iiw Judj_t*, -"- 

-csfv.-iu,:'.!^ u^i-lr, tnej.r respective attorney & ana tha Cor-wf * * 

*.v^orr^^ h«- .ssenibied in uald chonbers ror aucn purpose aiv- 
- ij Sdxd dijeuaaion had soften underway, tnc defendant Nill^-rd 
D» Grub-i,, « >o uac acting ao hie own attornay in sdd ca3t ua^d 
Ju^ w j J. Ki^cJ ? und to give the jury an instruction covering 
v l.L-^ j-tx> tne 1-ck of "criminal intent 11 in said case, and lh* 
„ -,.e £»id commonwealth attorney belittled such request etati.^ 
i .w L,vz .t,.*id or inp**ot>cr a"*d whllu such dl3s.u&sion was 
1 dJin^ on between "**. Grubbs and the Judge, this defendant a.*d 
irfxant left the chambers a moaient and when ha returned t& tnc 
cha-ibers, rir. Grubbs was coins out tho door and in Mr, GrubLc, 
absence the said Judge stated: n I ought not to have used profanity 
i or talked to that old man that wd 



The affiant states that the defendant Mr, Grubbs did not 
return t3> the chambers or take any further part in said dlocuccioi 
of the instructions. 

Affiant oays he has read tho statenents in tho foresoin- 
affidavit and they are true ac he verily believea* 



auiuuv.^ a no v 



kw» 'cvibnu and nnrn to 



\fkcv hj pc 



this, thc^c day of August 1506, 




Zj^l/U* //-/£-&? 



personally by J.,....', .:. *'i ... *. 



^ i/?9 '^^L^/ uj. 



r^ 



}; 



WJ 



Nq, 129396 



JEFFRHSON CIRCUIT COIM 
CRIMINAL BAANCH 
SECOND DIVISION 



OJM'ON.J^i'li 01- KtNXUCKY 



4- 



AFFIDAVIT 



PLAINTIFF 



MlLLAKD 0, GAUtfUS, et al 



OJiFIND/NTS 



i oOo 

i 

| Comes the affiant, Mia* Bessie T. Moiris, and in sui-port 

of. motion made herein to correct the record, after being duly sworn 

bt^ates as follows: 

i 

[ She is a resident and housekeeper of Jefferson County, 
Kentucky, and is Chief officer of the Community Improvement League, 
Irtc, and as such was present in the Court of Judge J» Miles **ouna, 
Jefferson Circuit Court, Criminal branch. Second Oi vis ion, at all 
tines the court was in session on January 24th and 25th, 1966, during 
tta|e trial of aoove styled case. 

1 That at a time in said trial, the trial Judge and all the 
defendants, their respective attorneys, Mr. Grubbs, who vas acting as 
his own attorney, and the Commonwealth Attorneys, all left the court 
rojon together, as this affiant understood to have the judge discuss 
with them the instructions to be given the jury in said case. 

That the said parties and said judge had been out of the 
court room just a very short time, when Mr. Millard Grubbs one of 
the defendants in w- case returned to the court room, looking highly 
di.+uroed and his ^jc« extreme y wh^tc, and his voice trembling a no 

t |.*1 ttu- ffiant that *„..c «,ai. jui.«« '. ■ -dered him occ of t. * 

i 

cj ibers, I us «tc by .' * , „r.. u*, wcr^i and an, . .,-.«' 



">. 



p. 



1 






happened, lie in substance stated: "I requested the Judge to 
instruct the jury in the case as to the law relating to the necessity 
for "a criminal intent 1 ," and that Sudge Pounds roared: "God Damn 
yoi , get out of this room, or I will have you thrown out." Mr. 
Grubb's voice was trembling and he seemed to be suffering from ex- 
treme shook. 

ihe, the affiant further states that Mr. Grubbs stayed 

s.n[tne court room in the presence of all the audience and did not 

i 
re}u t -n to the said court chamber, and that in several minutes later 

tai said Judge Pound, the other defendants and their attorneys carae 

&*^k into ttie court room and took their seats at counsel tables with 

the said Judge i'ound resuming trial with hia on the Bench. 



ilessie T. Morris, Affiant 



i Personally aopeared before me this the day of August, 

1°66, the affiant, Miss Bessie T. ^lorris, who says that she h<*s read 

thb statements in the foregoing affidavit and that tney are true as 
s'.e /erily believes. | 



My 



Notary Public 



comuission expires 



"<■;' 



k v ' j!;^v; n 



Tho affiant „ Albert °. SlWrlnr, bolng firat duly fevorn 
a;ntoa that ho la a licensed and praotiolng attorney In Louiovlllo, 
jjjfforaon County, r'ontucky, "and that on January 2h and 2$, 1966, 
hs ropwftumtod John fiovor, Walter Mullilcin nnd Jnnca P'.noh, la c 
trial In tho Crinlnul Division of tho Jeffareon Circuit Court in 
oVffernon County, Kentucky, and that at aaid trial thore w*x»o t'..o 
jthtjr co-dofondanto, ono being Paul Wright, who wac ropraatmtoti 
by oounuol and tho othar bain*, Millnrd Orubba, who aotad ao his 
own attorney, 

?hat naar the clone 6f this trial all of tho parties and 
end their counnols wero withered in tho chnmbors of tho trial jud^o, 
lha Hon. Miles Pound, It la tljio boat recollection of this affiant, 
lih*t at that tins there waa,a diecusoion in roftarda to tho instruc- 
tions to bo Riven to tho Jurorsi and that aevoral other wattort, 
confcornlnfl tho trial ttoro boinp; dlaousaod; that at tho olooo of this 
<3 Invasion and aftor aovoral nations had boon aado concerning cho 
Jnstruotiono, tho defendant, Millard Orubba, wade soma state-ionts 

10 Judpio Pound which this affiant olthor did not hoar or 1 dooa not 
:o4 r|eoall, and that at tty tlrfo Judge ?ound ordered tha defendant, 
Millard Grubbs, to loavo h|a otywib«ro, Aftor f'r. flrubbo loft tho 

< harbors of Judno Pound, this ijffiant and tho otbar nnrtioB and 
'iho-'r attorney; ?a uinod in :ho Judpo'a ehanborc for a abort period 
of t}ne, this affiant now bein| unable to Judro in ninuto3 how Ion;: 

11 tirro, and this affiant is atl'thls time unablo to state tho nature 



J 



I OMJX 



L - 



aay dlccusclona op notions relative to the ioauoa Involved In 
fc^ip trial, if tnyj r.hich took placo after tho defendant, Millard 
Oubba* loft the Ju<S£o*3 char.bcr« # 




&JXC*.I3 T ,D *:*D S" wuX to boforo rao by Albert P» Siklcin£« 
Affiant hopjln, thi3 2l|.th duy of August, 1966. 

jjjr cocnlasion oxplrea January 21, 19&7 • 

V 



JSTKLPSOW COHSW. JGSOTClff 



"^ . 



tn'- 



•\, - 



v^in ,. Sc^oerin?, 



: s Of; e Ai^P- ?5- 1^:, ir as r 



'o!3cvs? 



5-<* Csmionv^lth of Xentucty by counsel and moves 
*■ " *ourt tc overrule the "otior. to overrule the Motion -of 
MJir*tM T). Grubbs to Amend and Correct the Record. In the 
wJLthi* action, nd In support thereof files herewith his 



Counter-affidavit. 



/b/ Rdwin A. Schoerinr, Jr. 
Commonwealth, s Attorney 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 



Counter-affidavit 

Comes the affiant, Edwin A. Schoerinjr, Jr. Commonwealth, b 

Attorney, of the 30th Judicial District, who being" first duly 

I 
sWorn according to law, deposes and states as follows; 

j During the trial of the above styled ease, counsel for 
the Commonwealth as well as counsel for all defendants had a 
number of hearings in chambers of the trial Judpe, J, Miles 
Pound, out of the hearing of the Jury to discuss numerous de- 
fense Wotl ns or Commonwealth motions on points of law. During 

an of these sessions without question the court reporter was 

i 
pijese^t and and recorded and transcribed everything th*t was 

said. Counsel for the Commonwealth, or his assistant wag 

TJT*»sent during all all of the proceedings in this case and 

«it| no time did we hear the trial Judge state the words attributed 

tcj hijm by the defendant, Millard D. Grubbs. 

fillard D. Grubbs at his own insistence during this entsire 
represented himself and at many times expressed the belief 



thi 



|at only he was comnetent enough to so represent himself. He 

was present during- all proceedings in court before the Jury and 

in chambers with with court/ At no time dtdnT any hearing 

occur 1n Mr. Grubbs, absence, and to the best knowledre of the 

affiant, the circumstances and facts set forth in the affidavit 

ofj Millard D. Grubbs are without foundation. 

?fl/ Kdwin A. Sehoeriw, Jr. 
Commonwealth attorney 
] ,A/t«*n*y for P1»1nTlff 

I 
3ub. crtbed an-' sworn to befor* m» by ^dwin A. Pchoerin" 1 , Jr. 

W« thp ?6th day of August, 19*6 

i w otii*y Public 

I j»ff»rson County, Kentucky 

yy Cn^mi^sion ^xnl^es; 

v'ny ^ , 1P70 



OPTIONAL fOKMNO 10 
MAY lf» ID«TIOH 



UNITED STATES G SRNMENT 

Memorandum 

i 

to ! : DIRECTOR, FBI (44- 28247) date- 2-1-67 

froi|4 • 0$ sac, LOUISVILLE (44-643) 



subject: 



b7C 




Jefferson Circuit Court 

Criminal Branch 

Louisville, Ky.; 

ET AL; 

MILLARD D. GRUHBS - VICTIM 

ET AL 

CR 

Re Bureau airtel dated 1-20-66 and Louisville tel 
dated 2-1-66 reflecting that pursuant to Bureau's instructions 
victim GRUBBS was advised toy this office on 2-1-66 that all 
data he had furnished in the past to this office concerning 
instant matter had been forwarded to Assistant AG DOAR who con- 
sidered case closed as there Is no Federal violation within 
Bureau's jurisdiction and in event GRUEBS had any further 
questions, he might desire to communicate directly with DOAR. 



is noted: 



For completion of Bureau files, the following 




On 1-11-6 7 the victim GRUBBS telephonically advised 

SA I I of this office that he had finally decited 

to write to DOAR concerning instant matter to specifically ask 
of DOAR upon what authority of the law DOAR based his opinion 
of "there is no violation in this matter." On 1-20-67, GRUBBS 
telephonically advised that in response to his letter to DOAR y 
he had received a reply from a M. W, HUBBARD, Chief of the 
Eastern Section of the CR Division, U.S. Dept. of Justice, who fi^si 
wrote that the Dept* records indicated GRUBBS had been informed ' 
on or about 2-3-66 that the information GRUBBS had furnished 
did not disclose a violation of a Federal criminal statute, and 
further that the information the Dept t received subsequent to 
that time "adds nothing which would cause us to revise 
that judgment." In addition, HUBBARD wrote, "further y ^* 
correspondence in this matter will, serve no useful purpose//^' 

REC31 £/i/ -J* V //*~ y^ 
GRUBBS comnwfififi that he certainly is not satisfied 
with the answer from wJHHaRD because the question he raised, 
that is, upon what authority of law DOAR*s decisio n was mnlfi war 

f££ 3 
- Bureau isTEF^T 1967 

lisville 



6) 




T ^^Buym^kavmgs Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 




b'7C 



LS 44-643 

certainly not answered by HUBBARD'S letter, and although HUBBARD 
wrote that further correspondence would serve no useful pur- 
pose, GRUBBS intended to further write to HUBBARD. 

In furnishing the above information, GRUBBS made 
no request of this office for any action, but commented he 

wanted SA| |to know of the response he had received from 

the Department. He mentioned that the appeal he has pending 
in instant matter with the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals in 
Cincinnati, Ohio, is set for a hearing on 1-31-67. As previous 
communications indicate, GRUBBS attempted to have instant 
matter transferred from local court to Federal Court; however, 
this transfer was refused by USDC in Louisville and GRUBBS has 
appealed that decision. 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO 10 
MAY 1M3 IDITION 
SSAMMIMl&KI 101-11 6 



* UNITED STATES GC 1RNMENT 



Memorandum y 

T ° ': DIRECTOR, FBI (44-28247) DATE . 3/14/67 




from ,: ||Ffil^ SAC> LOUISVILLE (44-643) (C) 
subjectJ: b7c I I 



Jefferson Circuit Court 

Criminal Branch 

Louisville, Kentucky; 

ET AL; 

MILLARD D. GRUEBS - VICTIM 

ET AL 

CR 

Re Louisville letter dated 2/1/67 . 

Enclosed are original and three copies of a 
letterhead memorandum incorporating information volunteered 
by victim GRUBBS on March 10, 1967. 

The data has been included in letterhead 
memorandum primarily because of GRUBBS 1 statement that 
he has learned from highly placed source, which he did 
not identify, that Assistant Attorney General JOHN DOAR 
is trying to take action in this matter to be of assist- 
ance to GRUBBS* 

Copy of the encloAd has been disseminated r\ 
locally to USA, Louisville.! J I 

~ , , ENCLOSURE ^K 

Q£>- Bureau (Enc. 4) 
1 - Louisville 
WLW/bbs ^ 

(3) 





w 



ffioss Ljq.XWr/- U 




lcc: AAG Civil Sights Di^um FX-1 H /£ 

Form 6-94 - <3- >JV/f^ >^1 J w MR mtflj 

WR 1 6 SB/ 4 M WvlL R,W " 4 " mI 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 





Jra Reply, Please Refer to 
FdeNo, 



UNIT' > STATES DEPARTMENT OF J^TICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Louisville, Kentucky 
March 14, 1967 



JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT - 
CRIMINAL BRANCH 
LOUTSVTLLE. KTOTOCKY: 



[ 



JEFFERSON COUNTY, KENTUCKY; 



b7C 



JBrtBflS6H t6\tim. KENTUCKY ; 



] 



URBAN RENEWAL AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT, LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY; 
MILLARD D f GfiUBBS - VICTIM; 

] - VICTIM; 



L 



CIVIL RIGHTS 



- VICTIM; 
t-JTICTIMj 
J- VICTIM 



Attention is invited to memorandum dated September 
20, 1966, and previous memoranda concerning captioned matter. 

Attached is a copy of a report of interview with 
Millard D, Grubbs on March 10, 1967. 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI, It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 



LjLj, JLfmi- '■U* 



FD-.-i'..-- (R.v .-1-1.5 04) ., \ ■' ■ .. v 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Pat. 3/14/67 



O n_ 



MHJE-ABD D. QRUW5, 1427 S, 6th Street, Louisville, 
Kentucky, voluntarily telephonically furnished the following 
data; 

The appeal aROlfflS has pending with the Sixth 
Circuit Court of Appeals in Cincinnati, Ohio, was argued 
before that Court on January 31, 1967. MOTS6 felt that 
his attorney WILLIAM a. OAJQttMLL of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
did an effective Job, whereas the "young attorney" representing 
the defendant, Jefferson County Cosstonweelth Attorney XDWH 
&CHfe&£RI)K}, was not effective In his presentation, OJtuTOB 
stat ed th at the Sixth Circuit Court Judges SBLLIVAN, FHILLIJB, 
and DHERLT heard the arguments and took the matter under 
advisement and to date have rendered no decision. 

Approximately a month ago, GRtffflS wrote President 
JOMSOM about this case furnishing hi* complete facts and 
asking that the President take some action to see that 
GRTOB's civil rights are protected. 

GKU1M6 has learned from a source, whoa he said 
he cannot identify because of having received the information 
in strict confidence, that Assistant Attorney General 
JQXM DOAB of the department of Justice, Is making sincere 
efforts to assist; in protecting the civil rights of 
ORUB33S in instant matter. 

Vlth respect to his pending appeal in this matter 
with the Court of Appeals, Frankfort, Kentucky, GRTJBSB 
said that to date that court has not rendered any decision and 
has given the Attorney General of the State of Kentucky until 
April 17, 19$7, to file briefs in the matter. GOTBBS 
theorized that the Court of Appeals will not render any 
decision on the matter until It learns the decision the 
Sixth Circuit Court in Cincinnati makes in this case. 



_ J/lQ/67 __ Qt L ouisville, Ken tucky LS 44-643 

b7C 
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It li 'lie [.ruijorly uf thr \- \f. , i :vi .;, 



OPTIONAL fORM NO TO 
MAY tMl IOITION 
SSAFPMR Ml Cm 101-11 6 



UNITED STATEf DVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 



FROM 



subject: / 




* 




b7C 



b7C 



DIRECTOR, FBI (44-28247) 

SAC, LOUISVILLE (44-643) t(C) 
^ 



date: 6/14/67 



] 



JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT 
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY; 
MILLARD n # GRUBBS - VICTIM 
CIVIL RIGHTS 



matter. 



Re Louisville airtel 8/19/66 regarding captioned 



Knclosed are four copies of a letterhead memorandum 
of this date setting forth further information volunteered 
by victim GRUBBS. 

Instant m atter is an outgrowth of and related to 
the matter entitled l 1 Jef f erson Circuit 

Court, Criminal Branch, Louisville, Kentucky; ET AT.; MILLARD 



D. GRUBBS - VICTIM; ET AL; CIVIL RIGHTS", 



(: 



A copy of the enclosed has been disseminated locally 
to the U.S. Attorney. 

During telephonic contact with GRUBBS on 6/12/67 it 
was again mentioned to him that all information he has 
previously furnished has been made available to the Civil 
Rights Division, U.S. Department of Justice, and Assistant 
Attorney General JOHN DOAR has concluded there is no FBI 
investigative jurisdiction of the matter. It was suggested 
that in view of this opinion any further information he 
wished to furnish the Federal Government he might desire 
to furnish directly to the Civil Rights Division, Department 
of Justice. GRUBBS stated he fully understood that the FBI 
can conduct no investigation in this matter without being 
so requested by the Civil Rights Division, Department of 
Justice, and GRUBBS in furnishing the information to the 
FBI was making no request for a ny action by the FBI but he 
/ \ * just wanted SA I I to know of recent develop- 

ments in this matter. 

EHCLOSURE 



„irs wn 




(2/- Bureau (Enc 
Y - Louisville 
WLW/eb i <* ^ l Rl 

56juli 28198^' — " 



.4) if ,^ r^ 



18 JUN ^1967 
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Buy US. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 




In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No 



UNi^ED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Louisville, Kentucky 
June 14, 1967 



JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT 
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY 
MILLARD D. GRUBBS - VICTIM 
CIVIL RIGHTS 



Attention is invited to a memorandum dated 
August 19, 1966, concerning captioned matter. 

Attached is a copy of a report of interview 
with Millard D. Grubbs on June 12, 1967. 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 



</¥ 



■»v^ * 



ENCLOSURE 




'/'/ 



FD-302 {Rev 4-15-64) 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



HI1LAID B. GBgBW, 1427 South 6th Stroot, 
lamtmrillm, Xoatucky, voluatarlly tolophonlcally contacted 
tho Louisville Offica of tho Fodoral Bursas of Xnvostlgation 
•did advlsod as follow: 

Ha has ponding la tho tteltod St at as District 
Court (9DC), Losisvlllo, a roquost that that Court take 
jurisdiction in a an it ha has brought against £tBX M, 
CiUttKLL, Clark of tba Jofforsoa Circuit Court, Loulsvillo, 
ftoatuchy, clalaing CAJUUttX has ua lawfully coavortod to his 
on ttso, |«70,40 of bond sway 0KSM3 had furnishod tha 
Jaff arson Circa it Court ta February, 1966, whoa (HtUBftfi 
doposltsd a total of $2tt0 for roloaso of hisMlf and 
four co-dofondanta on boad. 

la Goamaction with tha abovo, QLUHBS statad 
that oa Jama 6, 1M7, ho had filad la ttWC in Loaisvilla, 
an affidavit ashing that V.8, District Court Judga WOOCT 
L. mom disqualify hlsmlf fro* ruling oa (TO BBS uotloa 
that tho WJC tako jurisdiction, la an affidavit GK0BB8 
claimad Judgo fltOOXf was blasod in tho matter. 

On Jfuso 6, 1967, Judge BROOKS rulod oa OfiBBBS 
reouest that ho dlsoualify hiwolf . «fu<lgo AMOKS 9 ruling 
was to tha offset that in asking his request for dls- 
onaiifieatloa, OWse* had fallod to accompany tho request 
with an affidavit from his oouasol of rocord that tho 
roouost was aads la good faith, which procedure is called 
for ay title 36, Soctlon 144, On it ad States Codo, Judge 
BnOOTS sotlfiod GE9BB* ha would hava tan dap to obtain 
tho necessary affidavit othorwlsa his potitloa for 
disqualification la denied. 

GKBBB0 axprossod eouplete dissatisfaction with 
tho ruling of Judga BJKXKS, rrsuunting ho, OMJBW, doos 
not hava a counsel In connection with instant sat tor and 
ho doos not Jkavo to employ couasol and thoroforo tho danial 
oa this ground is erroneous. 0K9BB8 statad that with 



on^gAZffir^at^J^BlaTllls, Kentucky— f ie# U 4 4 - 6 4 3 - — — — 
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hy __ jjj_ I ___Z«b_ Date d.ctated_ .!£StfI_-._ 

Tl,,s document canta.n* ne.ther recommendation, nor conclusions of the FBI It ,s tho properly of (he Ffil <ind ,s loaned to your agency 
it and its contents ore not to be distributed outside your agency 
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raapoet to th* dlfflovltla* ha hw found hlauaalf in 
raaantlr in conn action with othar Mttara ha ha* aaylojad 
at torn ay a and ha* "opont Mar 1/ $3,000" for at to may a who 
hnvn all gonarally prorod "aathntloally inaffactlva" 1b 
that tbay harw boon "afraid* to una*yirooally atata tha 
facta a* »a*n by tttriMt 

0IU1M further at id that ha ha» writta* tha 
Qorarnor of Kantmohy ragartHag th* abora daolaloa of 
Juaga gftOOti gad la tha la t tar rtatad elaarly that ha, 
OI9H0, latoad* to aoa that hi* right* aro mot yiolatnd. 
S« aaid ha prorloualy wrot* tha Oovaroor la Kova*b*r, IMS, 
with ra a aoot to hla difficult law and racalrad an aitawar 
fro* tha Govaxmor Indicating tha Oovoroor would look 
iato tha mat tar but "apparently ha ha* doaa nothing". 

GaUBMB further statad ha lmtanda to write 
United fltatee Supra** Juntiee BUftQ BLACK with rag ard to 
thi* «attar and will giro Judge BftOQU a eopy of such a 
1 at tar. 

QWn»a atatad ha intend* to nee that tha right* 
aeoured hl» by tha United Itata* Constitution ara given 
hi* notwithstanding what h* tented "a ceaspiraey* by 
official* of both loeal and U*S. District Courta In 
Loulerilla, Kentucky. 
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AIR MAIL 



(Priority) 
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TO; 



FROM: 



DIRECTOR, FBI (44-28247) 



SAC, LOUISVILLE (44-643) (C) 



SUBJECT: I ~\ 

Jefferson Circuit Court 
b;C Criminal Branch 

Louisville, Kentucky, 
« ET AL; 

// MILLARD D. GRUBBS * VICTIM 
' ET AL 

CR 



Re Louisville letter and letterhead memorandum 
dated 3/14/67. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are original and 
three (3) copies of a letterhead memorandum dated 
CV16/67 incorporating information volunteered by 
victim GRUBBS on 3/15/67. 

The data furnished by GRUBBS has been included 
in a Mterhead memorandum primarily as it was felt the 
statement made by GRUBBS that he feels Assistant Attorney 
General JOHN DOAR is being influenced by unknown sources 
not to take action in GRUBBS* Ijejaalf might be of interest 
to the Depamtflfent. "" 
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WLW/plh / 
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Sent 



in Charge 
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A copy of the enclosed letterhead memorandum 
has been disseminated locally to the United States 
Attorney. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
In Reply, Phase Refer to LoulSVille, Kentucky 

August 16 , 1967 



File No 



b7C | 1 

JEFFERSON CIRCUIT COURT, 

CRIMINAL BRANCH, 

I/HJISVILLE, KENTUCKY; 

ET AL, 

MILLARD D, GRUBBS - VICTIM: 

ET AL 

CIVIL RIGHTS 



Attention is invited to a memorandum dated 
March 14, 1967, and previous memoranda concerning 
captioned matter. 

Attached is a copy of a report of interview 
with Millard D. Grubbs on August 15, 1967. 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

August 16, 1967 



Date. 



HXLUBD D. GRUBBS, 1427 South Sixth Street, 
Louisville, Kentucky, voluntarily furnished the 
following data telephonically : 

He has mailed a letter concerning this natter 
to the United States Attorney at Louisville, Kentucky, 
which sou Id have been received by the United States 
Attorney on August 14, 1967. In his letter he set 
forth information regarding happenings which have occurred 
in the past in connection with instant matter which he 
firmly knows show his civil rights have been violated, 
further, in his letter he offered to furnish the United 
St&es Attorney any additional information the United 
States Attorney might desire. 

GRUBBS also commented that he now feels very 
strongly that Assistant Attorney General JOHN DOAR of the 
United States Department of Justice is using the influence 
of his, DOAR's, office to prevent any Federal action being 
taken concerning GRUBBS* complaint. 

GRUBBS feels that unknown sources have prevailed 
upon Assistant Attorney General JOHN DOAR to prevent any 
Federal assistance being rendered GRUBBS. GRUBBS has no 
specific data upon which to base this belief, but he 
commented that "in the past I have written some rather 
caustic things about high government officials", and 
GRUBBS believes that because of his past writings he is 
Intensely disliked by officials of the current United 
States Government Administration. GRUBBS also commented 
that in the past he has incurred the enmity of the American 
Jewish Committee and inferred that possibly the American 
Jewish Committee has been in contact with the United States 
Department of Justice concerning GRUBBS. 
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on 8/15/67 at Louisville, Kentucky f. ie ± LS 44-643 

b7C 
by 8* I JPlfa Date dictated ' /1 6/67 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI It ss the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency 
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GRUBBS further commented that CHRISTIAN GLANZ, 
JR. and JAMS WHEELER, characterized by GRUBBS as "good, 
conservative Christian men* 1 are running for Governor and 
Lieutenant Governor respectively on the Kentucky Conservative 
Party - Liberty Bell ticket in the 1967 Gubernatorial 
Elections in Kentucky, GRUBBS stated that he helped 
organize the ticket for these individuals, and during the 
forthcoming campaign GRUBBS expects to "heavily publicize" 
in a critical manner the current Government Administration 
of Kentucky and will use the facts that have occurred in 
his current case in this connection. 
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(Priority) 
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TO: 
FROM: 



DIRECTOR, FBI (44-28247) 



SAC, LOUISVILLE (44-643) 

. A . 

SUBJECT: | ~| 



b7C 



Jefferson Circuit Court, 

Criminal Branch 

Louisville, Ky. , 

ET AL; 

MILLARD D. GRUBBS - VICTIM 

ET AL 

CR 



r 



Re Louisville airtel and <LHM dated 8-16-67. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are original and 3 copies of ai 
LHM dated 10-4-67 incorporating additional information volunteered 
in this matter by victim GRUBBS. 

With respect to the information in the enclosed as to 
GRUBBS complaint that he was denied his request to present 
evidence to the FGJ in Louisville, Ky., on 9-25-67, GRUBBS 
commented he realized this was not a matter in which the FBI 
had any responsibility, but he felt the FBI should know of this 
as to him it signifies the "depths" to which our country has 
fallen with respect to protecting the democratic procedures of 

the COUntry ' REC88 M-4tA¥7~ 49 

Copy of the enclosed has been disseminated locally 
to the United States attorney. ny^ RIGHTS UNIT 



/3) - Bureau (Enc . 4) 
*-l - Louisville 



WLW/ds 
(4) 



w 



GV°" 




porxift 



Approved: 



55^10 1387, 





Sent 
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Per 



Special Agent in Charge 




In Reply, Please Refer to 
FUe No. 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Louisville, Kentucky 
October 4, 1967 



b'7C 



I, 



'JtefffBtSdK Clfttuif «ttjtf 

CRIMINAL BRANCH, 
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY, 

ET AL 
MILLARD D. GRUBBS - VICTIM 
ET AL 
CIVIL RIGHTS 



Attention is invited to a memorandum dated August 
16, 1967, at Louisville, Kentucky, regarding the captioned 
matter. 

Attached is a copy of a report of interview with 
Millard D. Grubbs on September 29, 1967. 



This documents contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

10-4-67 



Date. 



MIUJUtD ». GRtfBBS, 1437 Math Sixth Street, voluntarily 
telephonic illy contacted the Louisville Office of the federal 
Bureau of Investigation Hud advised m follows: 

Knowing that the Federal Oraad Jury was sitting la 
Louisville, Keatucky, oa September 25, 1907, ho aad several 
acquaiatancea attempted to got before tho Grand Jury to present 
to it evidence of tho crimes ho fcaews have booa comnitted against 
him a» a roault of hla participation la a citixeas arraat la 
Louisville la January, IMS, mewever, tho bailiff did aot per- 
mit amt aad Ilia fr leads oatraaco to tho Craad Jury aad through 
inquiry GSU383 determined that tho bailiff was acting aa a roault 
of ioatructioaa oa tho part of tho Baited States attorney XRVK8T 
•V SITOS, Louisville, Kentucky. GftsmBS on that data con tact ad 
ft TORS, aad RlVttS told mwem that he, RIVEKS, had told tho 
federal Grand Jury it aood aot hoar Q&tJBBS la that tho matter 
concerning which GftUBBS wan tod tho Grand Jury to consider had 
alroady hooa ruled oa by "higher authority** aa aot being a 
sat tar within tho province of the Federal violation, 

A0BM stated that ho folt 0*S. Attorney *IYIW' 
action waa oatirely illogal aad oa tho aftoraooa of September 
38, 1M7, GROWS sent a taiegraa to tho Grand Jury which road 
*the adaittaace by tho Ml tod States Attoraoy that ho had advised 
you aot to hoar witaossos la tho monstrous crime against tho 
criaiaal isws of the United States committed um4mr a corrupt 
conspiracy to conceal tho criae of false eweariag by tho urban 
reoowal director of real estate Is aa set Qf desperation on 
tho part of the District Attorney to conceal a crise so over* 
whelming that it defies description. The Graad Jury is a 
sovereign body aad the law requires it to bo tho sole judge 
of whether or aot a crime la this district agaiaat tho laws of 
tho United States has booa committed, aad only after It has 
Investigated the evidence can it decide on whether to indict* 
The fie i tod States Attoraoy has ao legal authority to try aad 
usurp tho duties aad functions of this Graad Jvxy, indeed nor 
does anyone elss have that right* 

"We again asm this Grand Jury to name a date aad time 
St which wo may present the witaossos aad the evidence of a 
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judicial conspiracy that will alarm this Jury whan the 
facta are revealed*" 

GBUB8S stated that the Federal Grand Jury at Louisville 
ended its current business on September 26 , 1967, without res- 
ponding to GRUBBS' telegram. GRUBB8 therefore said he was going 
to apply for a writ of mandamus with respect to the foreman of 
the (Brand Jury and thelfaited States Attorney. Further, GEUB8S 
said that on September 29, 1967, he had gotten in touch with 
the foreman of the Grand Jury, a Mr. HILL, Manager of the Fllson 
Club, Incorporated, 118 Vest Breckinridge Street, Louisville, 
Kentucky, regarding the matter and HILL said the Grand Jury 
had read OmaBBS* telegram and had decided to let the United 
States Attorney in Louisville look Into the matter. GRUBBS 
said he strongly told HILL that it was the Grand Jury's respon- 
sibility and not the United States Attorney's to conduct an 
investigation into the matter. 

GRUBB3 further remarked that he had just received 
notice from his Attorney LOWEST that on September 29, 1267, 
the Court of Appeals at Frankfort , Kentucky, had rmvnn9d 
the conviction of himself and his co-defendant JAMES E. FINCH 
in Criminal Court in Louisville on the charge of false arrest. 
He stated that originally there were five defendants in the 
case, but only himself and FIHCH had appealed. He did not know 
specifics on which the reversal had been based but said there 
were undoubtedly several errors involved. by the Criminal Court. 

GRUBBS commented that while he, of course, is happy 
that his conviction has been overturned this Is not going to 
lessen his efforts to see that Federal action is taken with 
respect to what he feels has been a conspiracy against him to 
deprive him of his civil rights. 
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TO: 



DIRECTOR, FBI (44-28247) 



FROM: SAC, LOUISVILLE (44-643) (C) 



SUBJECT: [ 



b7c Jefferson Circuit Court, 
Criminal Branch, 
Louisville, Kentucky; 
ET AL; 

MILLARD D, GRUBBS - VICTIM; 
ET AL 
CR 




00:LOUISVILLE 



Re Louisvxlle airtel and letterhead memorandum 
dated 10/4/67. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are original and three(3) 
copies of a letterhead memorandum, dated 10/17/67, 
incorporating information volunteered in this matter by 
victim GRUBBS on 10/13/67. 

The information has been incorporated in a letterhead 
memorandum, as it is felt it would be of interest to the 

Department in that it shows the Kentucky Court of Appeals, 

on 9/29/67, reversed the conviction of victim GRUBBS and [ 



FINCH by the Criminal Court in Louisville, Kentucky, for the 
charge of False Arrest. 



A copy of the enc 
to the United States Att 



(jD- Bureau (Ends. 4; 
1 - Louisville 




'Td^ouis v i 1 le, , Kent^cl^ . 
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has been disseminated locally 
ie OCT 18 1967 
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Special Agent in Charge 





In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAl OF INVESTIGATION 



Louisville , Kentucky 
October 17, 1967 



b r 



Jefferson Circuit Court, 

Criminal Branch, 

Louisville, Kentucky; 

ET AL* 

MILLARD D. GRUBBS - VICTIM; 

ET AL 

CIVIL RIGHTS 



Attention is invited to a memorandum, dated October 4, 
1967, regarding captioned matter. 

On October 13, 1967, Millard D. Grubbs, 1427 South 
Sixth Street, Louisville, Kentucky, personally voluntarily 
appeared in the Louisville Office of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation and furnished a copy of a Court of Appeals of 
Kentucky decision rendered September 29, 1967, in the matter 
relating to James E. Finch and Millard D. Grubbs vs. the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky. 

Grubbs observed that the Court of Appeals had 
reversed the conviction of himself and his co-defendant, 
James £, Finch, on finding several errors by the Jefferson 
Circuit Court, Criminal Branch, Second Division, in the trial 
of Grubbs and Finch. 

Grubbs made available a copy of the Court of Appeals 
decision, and a xerox copy of the decision is attached. 

Grubbs further commented that although his conviction 
has been reversed, he did not intend to cease in his efforts 
to get Federal action with respect to what he feels has been 
a violation of his civil rights. In this connection, he made 

this document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 
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Jefferson Circuit Court, 

Criminal Branch, 

Louisville, Kentucky; 

ET AL; 

MILLARD Q. GRUBBS - VICTIM; 

ET AL 



available a copy of a letter from him to Richard Hill, Foreman, 
U, S, Grand Jury, 118 Breckinridge Street, Louisville, Kentucky, 
dated October 6, 1967. A copy of this letter is also attached 
to this memorandum. 
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CtlMWAL ERAJICE, 2ND DIVISION 

KUX0.1ABLE J. MILES POUUD, JODCS 



OPIUMS OP THE COUrT BY COMMISSION CTOLUS 



SEVESSUffl 



Janes 2. 5 inch and ttillard D» Grubbs wore convicted under KI.3 
Oy.lSO of arresting one a. A* Lewis 'otherwise than according, to 
lev. 1 ' Finch was civen a one-year sentence and Grubbo received a 
five-year sentence t Both have appealed* 

Two aseoclaiec of Finch end Grubbs in an organization creat;d 
by Grubba called the national Law Enforcement Coicaittoe made a 
"Citizen 1 o airest" of Lewie on a cherce of false sparine fl»7 
tool: Lewis before a r.a£itttritc who held a hearing and then ordev; ' 
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lewis released froa custody on the ground that since the evidonce '- , ' 
produced at the hearing did not chow that Lewis had Knowingly . 
and fcillfully sworn falsely/ the evidence was not ouffloient to 
justify holding Lewis for the "cf*nd Jury. Indlctnente for fajec 
arx'oot thw voro brought atpinot Pinch, flrebbe, the two asaociatoo 
who had pnysicslly nade th<* arrest, and another associate. Tba 
theory of the prosecution, fully proved and In fact not denied, 
was that the arrest was planned and carried out as a specific t , ' 
project of the "Nations 1 Law Bnforcsstant Connittee* in which project 
all of th: d'i'endants participated. One of the dei'or.'1*<<ic>; <nr. 
pu. . v. C *-» :»l3jJ billv i.o :.n c^vtee c';.< *^. of -w -it > u. 
battery and was given a suspended sentence* The other four all 
were convicted but the two other than Finch and Grubbs were fiiven ' i t 
ouspendad sentences and they have not appealed. 

The statute authorising a "citizens arrost/KflJS &31«005 (2), • 
provides that a private person nay tnalea an arrest when a felony 
has bean coasiltted in fact and he has reasonable grounds to believe 
that the person being arrested haa comaitted it. The indictment 

in the instant case did not indicate in' what respect the arrest ■ 

i > 

did not comply with this statute or in what other way the arrest , 
«as illegal or false; it aioply charged in the words of XBS 43I>»130 
that the arroct was "otherwise than according to lew, 8 The ' 
appellants moved that the indictsent be quashed for failure to 
state the facts constituting the offence, and they noved in the 
alternative for a hill of particulars* The trial court overruled i f 
both motions, in which rulings the appellants claim error. 
Prior to the adoption of the present fiules of Criminal 
Procedure the holding of this Court was that an indictcsnt under , 
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iCi j* Jt;$.i50 v*as not sufficient, and was demurrable, if It nerely 
illet 2d that the arrest uas '"otherwise thsn according so law/, 
without spsctfyir-E the circumstances and facts of the arrest. 
Scg Carroll v. Comonwealth, X64 Ky.j$99, TO S.W. 1043. 
Kinbler v. Conmontfealth, Ky„ 269 S.V. 2a 2733 Lewis v. Cannon- 
wcelth, Ky., 299 S.W. ad 635- However, tho new rules nave 
ado^d Wo principle of notice pleading, hCr 6.10, and it now 
1, fM !.',; A :i3 rjf.'icler.t af the lr.elfuiant f—rly l^ux . l th 
defendant of the nature of the crlne dith uhicn ha ic cha^ea, 
without detailing the "essential" factual eleaetits. See 
Fitzgerald v. Coaaorwealtto, Ky., 403 S.W. 2d £ij limes v. Coaaacn- 
wealth, Ky.,, 390 s.tf. 2d 152* l^nyan v. Commonwealth, Ky., 393 
S.W. 2d 877. So ws think there was no error hers in the over- 
ruling of tho indictment. But m think It viae error to overrule* 
the notion for a bill of particulars. 

?ha theory of the now rules of criminal procedure is that 
if the dafsadant needs Information .concerning the details of 
the charge aealnst him to enable hia to prepare his defense he 
should ha supplied than through a requested bill of particulars, 
rather than that a requirement be made that every Indictment 'act 
. forth all details of the chMfcft. ; As *« shall ahw, we think the 
defendants in the instant case reasonably needed a bill of 
particulars to enable then to prepare their defense and to - 
protect then against the surprise of a multiple -thoorled 

prosecution, 

'> As the trial processed it developed that the prosecution' 
,, /U proceeding on th»ee di^e^tthoorlesr of an unlawful arrest, 
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(the aai who was arrested) did not in fact swear falsely, ' 
Another was that the orrc3t nade by the defendants was not a 
cltlzan'r. crraet (without ^rrunl} but uac an cttccpted 
official arrest on an invalid warrant, Tne third theory wa&, 
that oven if the arrest technically woo valid it was' not nade 
in tood frith. See Barley v. CcwiortueeXth, 22 K.L.»\. 3£71, 
63 £.V'. 8'-i7» Wo think the presentation of these varied thc-u'Jos, 
witl.out nobJco or warning, 'put an unreaaonabla buraen of dafcro 
l :n ^, .' ^r"o:x v ;r.l.; a*o , i \l'>3 fcv c^rt io.r.uiU , • -./, 
otTo.' in overruling the notion for a bill of paitieulara. 

The appellants isake another dbita of error in which wo find 
icorit. 2h3 error consisted of a statencnt by the trial Judg,© to * 
the Jury that the Court of Appeals had decided in the civil 
cane in which Lewis was alleged to have pads a false affidavit, 
that what was caid in the affidavit uas true, and that tne clecl&icn 
was conclusive of the question of whether Lewis was guilty of fa Lie 
rwearir.S. Thia atateaant artountsd to a directed verdict of guilty 
ajrain&c the defendant^ because it told the jury that Lewis had 
not committed an offense! whereas one of the prerequisites of a 
citizen* e drrost Is that a felony actually have been committed. 
The fitftfcement ws highly prejudicial and in our opinion it uaa 
Krone on several grounds, aa oe^shall a how, 

Lewis was an employe of the Urban Renewal and Community * 
Eevclopnent Agency of Louisville. That agency had instituted u ' ;' 
eondectission proceeding against o,ne Dinwiddle, who was a frie.x , ' 
of Grubbs*. On behalf of Dinwiddle, Orubbs caused a action to 
bo filed in the ' condemnation suit for dismissal of the suit on 
. ' the ground of failure to haw joined one Emergen, who ma a»aajica' ' 
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to fc's\o an interest in She property as a cublafesec. Lawia 

IJurjipon ra<:« and filed in tie eult an affidavit iiut j&iarscn 

did no* \iu\a any interest in the property. (Shis la the 

affidavit on bhlch the folce shearing charge wos hoccd.) Ins 

notion to di:nlse was overruled and the cult went to judcn&nt. 

On appeel to the Court of Appaala Elnwiddie ascerted ss one oi' 

hit, claim o* er^of that 2c»i'3on had erroneously hoon acj\*dc;ci 
to 

aov'i - .vc:s:;ry p-:rfcy* T '.It Court, In Ui opl.ilon or. ii:j 

i*.»- .., .,,,..*.. £1 o,'-' : «S> i sit j "-a* -I'll jnco -<,* i ■ 
ho (S'lsitjotiJ transferred such interest as ho had in the lease 
to Pnillipa Potrol&ia Conpany*,* **\ This statement in the 
opinion is what the circuit court in the instant cose said ims ■ 
a conclusive adjudication that Lewie had not sworn falsely. 

There are at loaet two reasons why the circuit court's 
rulins was erroneous. ?lrst> for ell that appears from the 
opinion of this Court on the Dinwiddle appeal/ Sanson way nave 
trati&feived Mo interact to Phillips Patrolttic Conpany after 
Lewis nada his affidavit* Second, part of the record which this ' 
Court railed upon as showing that Baarson had no interest cay tttvo 
boon the Lc-wio affidavit itself, ^Additional reasons taay ha fcuAd 
in the; fact ttut the defendants in the instant case :iere not parties 
to thd Dlnvlcdle suit bo as to supply tho element of &aaen«sss of 
parties which is o&oontlol to roa adjudicate, and the quantum 
of proof required in a civil case is different f ron that in a 
crtal&al prosecution. 

It is ti?us that the trial court permitted tha defendants to 
ii&oducs evidence in the latter stages o? the trial tending to 
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\ '* * show that Etacvson ■ did 



i have a-leasehodl interest in the Dinwldtf i© »» ,.,, ^l'\\ ' 



- 5 - 









* ,^> 



.,— <», -- *. 



* i r, 



l C*A 



i» 



, * i 



.1 1 



pi-cpci-V,' oid s*ia L&wis affidavit tws t.iu*»:oiro false*, fcofc tls* 
crui-5 *i;\3L* i-lBlnJ^cti ito iulin;, tiut fcr-e Le'/ia dffldevli. had 
bjai concl'j!:JU'oj.y adjud^ fcy ( fciila Co^t not to ha f&J<vs« 
JwtiAfrtoro, the court pattzttted tho svld&nca to bo taipooned 
by (isrc-MOua siuteaoniB bj tha proaedutlnjt attosrwya V.^t a 
jutddsaoc eC real entata lias no Intosrest in the rsai eatat-j, 

LciJi^ oy c,*s ictjo Oviiendanto who piysicklly bji\u»taa n-i 1 * iuad 

"aot 5 valid ^..-act Wtvzam** lite <sviaenc* tf<3& tuat uhen this , 

tuo d^fondAnto confronted Lewis they told him thay vura iiaiar.ii 

i 
ts "citiK^a'a aproot.* (Of eourea this aoald b«i an aiiect without 

a rori-anfc, boebu>» that ia tha only tsing of cttuon'd i.v«t ttoM 
ia t ) tihla asiwd them what was tha fcturgs, and tfcuy I hen- 
handed hiia in affidavit; stating tha alleged offonss of falsa - 
ii{'4utX.4£, which «a» astach&d to a p&p©* entitled "National lay 
DsfwetMsaat Co^-altteo's Official Warrant Of Aivoat.* Despite 
tha fsct that tho defendants noso* at any tins protejndad «p > 
cXa:aM} thut tl.ey ucs a wasting upon tho variant y or r*pr»sdflfc;4 
to Joule thst the? *w«> arroatlnff him upon trie wnntont, and 
fiaLplto tho J!c« tn&t Leto did not tastily tluit be attached 
any Significance at all to the iso-eallod rawant v the pross* 
cuting Attcwncys iusioted throughout the tri«l> ty ^p^ted 
tto:s;aat« to tha Juyy and to the ceutft* end In their f laal, 
ar^uBteBt to the tluvyj, that the defstidents were ^aiSty of false 
Bvpsot sololy and siaply bdeousid thoy handed the so-eallod 
; wfitwant to lr.*Kib» ,.In tho contenfe ©tf tii& ttfi^l $nd t)j« otter ' i 
'. '.iMttueirJLoi.*, We Attraction, t'mfc' tha Bar^sct t»» not^t^$lltl,' , /' i '' 
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arrest warrant was erroneous find highly prejudicial, bsccuec it ; ' 
in eff&ct told the jury thst the defendants could le found 
piliry sir ply became of cheir handing Lewis the piper, oven 
though lovle already had bacn uold that he was undsi c "citizen's 
arrest* and tho papers ::ere handed to him only aftor he had 
aoteo" the nature of the offense with which fco was charged. 

We A 'ind pant also in another claim- of error. A polxceiian 
wae pjr^ittjd, over objection, 60 cobtlfy that lu had Iwrfc "!. 
U* ► . . !'••! * . V lr ■ t*i' ...**' t v -t j-^ oJ \. i * nfi 
Law Enforcement Committee) under surveillance for several days 
and had obsorvjd a known criaiaal enter and leave. 7hlo 
evidence had no possible relevance to the offense charged. 

Other erroi'3 are asserted which we find it unnecessary to 
pass on and which therefore are" resejrved. 

It appears tnat Grubss, a dlabaxwed lawyer, at the very • ' * 
louot uas misguided in his quest (as stated by him) to arrest 
e*u) bring to trial "traitors who oorasitted hi£h crioes in hlfih 
places;" thai the arrest of Lewis was not conductive to or consistent * 
with the orderly enforcement of law, nor made necessary or oven 
desirable by any urgency; and that the defense taetico and entice 
of Srubbo at the trial wero calculated to wake it difficult to 
eceddet a fair and isipartlal trial; nevertheless, our syatoa 
of justice entitled him to a scrupulously fair trial* 

?ne jud£#3nt is reversed with directions for e new trial. 

Williams, C. J., Hill Killiken, Montgomery, Osborne and 
Palaora, JJ., concur. ■ , 
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' _ The corrupt and murderous Conspiracy against the underflim«d 
between Judlgae of courta to deatroy this Kilter "fer the coS ' . ■•- ■ 

£<2 , &J rt ! Vf , th9 *•*» 8eneMl *S e ««y here, and to protect 

i SJ/E ifJl f ? 188 I ? 80 ? sing th8 *taW and others of "A w ■ 
Mm toast" of said lawis, involve the ancient rights and liber-' 
ties of free people that had belonged to th. citizeS of this ' 

; republ o aver since the Pilgriaa Zded bare, toS I believe would '; 
have died to a aan, rather than surrender to the "Rule of teason" 

, under which our civilization Is today slnkinc. '■ 

.',„.'' " '''* !'U>' -• '■• ! ! i' • ,' 

;•> " It'8 i^oasible for me not to 1 feel strongly and speak'waralv' ■ ■ 

■StSf? 8 !? W ! m M8n '?* B80h t*Veountr? to V ■ 
tele^aa to tha Brand toy dated Septeaber 26, and my letter to" ' 

you of October 2, 1967, presented the Brand Jury an opportunit? to ' 

*«M«<L£2 a l ? law 8t , th ! subws l<>n <f «r Hbertiaa andtfibiistlan 
»^??% b ! 1 !? ""P* 1 * ^ ««W1 Public officials ' it" 
» ^iilf^ the ? 9 lB »° r j8»*.«V *• 1o southing that is wL, 
and that it's senseless to sidestep duty beoause of wlitical Mea- 
sures or expediency. n» Ood calls ^up^KroestosS Sr. 
Ms face - nany a naaa unknown trfaae will ring out froa thathigh 
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all yous? tears wash away one ttrt'tf it. 1 
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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-28247) 

FROM: SAC, LOUISVILLE (44-643) (C) 

SUBJECT: I I 

b / c Jefferson Circuit Court , 
Criminal Branch, 
Louisville, Kentucky; 
IT AL; 

MILLARD D. GRUBBS - VICTIM; 
ET AL 
CR 

00:LOUISVILLE 
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Re Louisville airtel and letterhead memorandum 
dated 10/17/97. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are original and three(3) 
copies of a letterhead memorandum, dated 11/21/67, 
incorporating additional information volunteered by victim 
GRUBBS* 

A copy of the enclosed has been disseminated 
locally to the United States Attorney, Louisville, Kentucky. 

Victim 6RUBB8 was again advised that the Civil 
Rights Division of the Department of Justice has rendered its 
opinion that the natter of which he complains does not Involve 
a Federal violation over which the FBI has investigative 
jurisdiction* He stated he fully understood this and was not 
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Agent m Charge 




L3 44-643 



fur&l»hlDf the iaformtion for the p*rpo«* of having the FBI 
cowhict an iiTeatifation, but did rut the FBI filti to be 
c««plete with reelect to the action he ha« taken in tfaia utter. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



In Reply, Phase Refer to 

ftfcAo. Louisville, Kentucky 



Noveiber 21, 1967 



Jefferson Circuit Court, 

Criainal Branca, 

Louisville, Kentucky; 

ET AL; 

MILURD D, GRUBBS - VICTIM; 

ST AL 

CIVIL RIGHTS 



Attention is invited to a Mwranduu, dated October 17, 
1967, at Louisville, Kentucky* 

Attached is a copy of a report of interview with 
Millard D, Grubbs on Noveiber 14, 1967. 

The docunents referred to by Grubbs in the attached 
report of interview were received in the Louisville Office of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation on Noveiber 17, 1967, and a 
copy of each is attached to the report of interview, 



This docuient contains neither recomendai ions nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Hovember 21, 1967 



KILUfiD D, GB0BW, 1427 South Sixth Street, Louisville, 
Kentucky, voluntarily telephonies lly contacted the Louisville 
Office of the Federal Bureau of Invest if At ion and Advised is 
follows: 

On November 14, 1&67, he filed with the Sixth Circuit 
of the United States District Court, in Cincinnati, Ohio, a 
petition requesting that Court compel United States District 
Judge UOm L. BS00C3, of Louisville, Kentucky, to disqualify 
himself in connection with action concerning the matter about 
which (HtOBBB has petitioned the District Court in Louisville. 
Also, OI0BB5 has filed with the Sixth Circuit Court a petition 
made in the matter by BK35IK T. HO&filS, in support of GKUBBS' 
petition. 

GflUBBS further commented that he has recently received 
some letters from Washington, D. C, the senders of which he 
could not identify because they wanted their names maintained 
in confidence, which indicates to GHUBBS the possibility that 
some United States Senate action might be taken in the future 
in connection with GJHJBKT unsuccessful efforts to get his case 
before the Federal Court in Louisville, Kentucky. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT OP APPEALS 
FOB THE SIX3JH CIRCUIT 
, .CINCINNATI..^ ., 

MILLARD D. GRUBBS, AND ~ 

BESSIE T. MORRIS PETITIONERS 

VS« PETITION TO COMPEL TRIAL JUDGE TO VACATE THE BENCH, 
HAVE GRAND JURY INVESTIGATE CRIMES ^PUBLIC OFFICIALS 

JUDGE HENRY L, BROOKS, 

PRESIDING TRIAL JUDGE, AND 

U. S. DISTRICT ATTORNEY . 

FOR WESTERN KENTUCKY, ERNEST RIVERS, AND 

FOREMAN OF U. S» GRAND JURY, LOUISVILLE, 

RICHARD D. HILL * . i -'„.„'..-. \ RESPONDANTS 

Comes the petitioners, Millard D» Oubbs, and Bessie T* Morris, 
in person, and state they, and each of them, are residents and citi* 
zens of the United States, and of Louisville, Kentucky. AND 

That at all times herein mentioned, the respondant Judge Henry 
L. Brooks, has been and still is, one of the duly appointed and 
acting regular United States District Judges at Louisville, for 
Western Kentucky* AND 

That the respondant Ernest W« Rivers, at all times herein men* 
tioned, has been and now is, the duly appointed and regular acting 
Attorney for the United States in Western Kentucky. AND 

That Hichard D. Hill, at all times herein mentioned, has been 
and now is," the regular duly appointed Foreman of the Grand Jury of 
the United States, at Louisville, for Western Kentucky, and that 
each of the said respondants are residents of Jefferson County, 
Kentucky • 

JURISDICTION 

The jurisdiction of this Court in this extraordinary and unusual 
proceeding arises under the Provisions of Sections 1361, 1H, and 
1651 of Title 28, United States Code. 

This is a proceeding for a writ in the nature of mandamus to 
require Judge Henry L. Brooks, Regular Presiding Judge of the United 
States District Court, for Western Kentucky at Louisville, to vacate 
trie Bench under the disqualifying facts set forth in Affidavit and 
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Motion filed in Case No* 5736, now pending before the respondent in 
said Court, styled Millard D. Grubbs vs*. Mrs, Belle L* Dinwiddie, 
Elmer N. Carrell, clerk of the Jefferson Circuit Court, and Stanley 
Badesch, Commissioner of said State Court, filed in said case by 
this petitioner as the plaintiff therein, on August 22, 1967, and 
denied by the respondant Judge on October 18, 1967, certified copy 
of which is filed herewith, in support hereof, and to require the 
United States Grand Jury, the said JuCge Brooks, and United States 
District Attorney to properly perform their duties as officers of 
the United States Government, in having said Grand Jury set a date 
and hour to hear the witnesses and testimony regarding- 1 a corrupt 
conspiracy between Judges of Kentucky and other public officials of 
said state against these petitioners, and having been duly sworn, 
deposes and states as follows 1 

(1) The facts disclosing* the unbounded and blind prejudice of 
Judge Henry L. Brooks, respondant herein, against these petitioners 
is set out below, 

(la) On February 27, 1967* in a hearing before the respondant 

Judge Brooks in said case 5736 pending before this respondant, the 

respondant Judge in substance stated: "You think I'm prejudice against 

you** To which Mr. Grubbs replied: '"Judge, you embarrass me." To 

which he responded: "It doesn't embarrass me," with a broad grin* Mr* 

Grubbs answered: "Weil, it certainly embarrasses me, but I must tell 

y6u the truth. Yes, Judge, I believe you are prejudice against me 

in this case," The grin vanished from Judge Brooks* face and shortly 

thereafter he entered in said hearing the following order: 

"This case came on for hearing on October 27, 1967, on de» 
fendant Stanley Badesch motion for a summary judgment* 
There appeareu Millard D. Grubbs representing himself as 
petitioner herein, and Walter R, King, and Homer Parrant 
for defendant Dinwiddle,, Martin R* Sullivan, Jr.,. for de* 
fendant Badesch* 

It appearing that the defendant Elmer N. Carrell and 
Belle L. Dnwiddie will file motions to dismiss in this 
case, the motion for summary judgment of the defendant 
Badesch will stand submitted* The other two defendaits .■ 
shall file their motions to dismiss within ten days, 
accompanied by memorandum briefs, and the plaintiff will 
! be given ten days thereafter to respond to the motions ♦" 
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(1 b) The bias and prejudice of the respondent Judge was demon- 
strated in a corrupt and framed-up indictment against the petitioner 
Grubbs, and others in the Jefferson Circuit Court, to conceal the 
crime of false swearing, by one H. A, Lewis, Director of Real Estate 
for the urban Renewal Agency of Louisville, which was removed to 
the United States District Court" at Louisville, and unfortunately for 
this petitioner was assigned to the respondant Judge Henry L« Brooks, 
who within a mere matter of hours after an Amended Removal Petition 
had been filed before Judge Brooks, without affording the petitioner 
Grubbs, and others, their right to have presented their proof that 
they would be unable to obtain a fair trial in the state Court, the 
respondant Judge herein remanded the trial in the framed-up and 
corrupt indictment back to the St^te Court to carry out their corrupt 
plan, and Judge Brooks, in the opinion of this petitioner, in his 
said order to remand said case, re vealed plainly his bias and preju«# 
dice against petitioner by these words in his said remand ordert 

"OTHER ELABORATE CHARGES ARE MADE IN THE COMPLAINT ALLEGING 
VIOLATION OP CIVIL RIGHTS AND OTHER ACTS OP DISCRIMINATION 
AGAINST THE PETITIONERS , BY PUBLIC OFFICIALS OF THE CITY AND 

STATE/ , , - „ -- '_ 

The petitioner Grubbs believes that the use of the word "Other Ela- 
borate Charges" wa3 for the purpose of undertaking to question the 
good faith of petitioner in said removal case, and evidenced his 
bias in favor of his judicial friends among the conspirators, 

)1 c) The bias and prejudice against petitioner Grubbs, on the 
part of the respondant Judge herein seems to be reflected in the 
arbitrary order entered by said Judge in the removed prosecution case 
above noted, by the following order entered therein, set out below 
in part: 

"Petitioner, John T. Gover, has been indicted by the Jefferson 
County Grand Jury for unlawful arrest in violation of K.R.S. 
te.150, and the Petitioners, Millard D. Grubbs, Walter h» 
Mullikin and James E« Finch, of aiding and abetting an unlawful 
arrest in violation of the same statute. They seek to remove 
these alminal proceedings from the state court, alleging that 
they are unable to obtain a fair and impartial trial, and that 
"the said indictment against these petitioners, and prosecution 
thereunder in the state court is the result of a false, unlaw* 

1 ful and wrongful conspiracy between state judges and other pu« 
bile officials in the state to try and protect the said Lewis 

1 (Ho A. Lewis, Director of Real Estate for the Urban Renewal 
and Community Development group of Louisville, Kentucky) from 
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the false swearing charge, and to destroy Mr» Millard D„ Grubbs, 
one of the petitioners herein, under the prejudice and .bitter* 
ness of a pre-existing conspiracy* B 

(1 d) The petitioner Grubbs and others, On November 30, 1965, 
next day after the remand order above quoted had been ordered, filed 
their motion in the said case, before the respondant Judge Brooks to 
set aside the said remand orCer and to hear their witnesses and evi» 
dence to allow them to establish the truth that they could not enforce 
their right or obtain a fair trial in the said State Court, which mo» 
tion was overruled by Judge Brooks on January 11, 1966, and on January 
13 > 1966, notice of appeal from the said order of remand to this Court 
was filed by the petitioner and others with the clerk of the U» S, 
District Court at Louisville, and on January 21, 1967, the petitioner 
Grubbs herein, and others filed their affidavit and motion in the 
said U» S, District Court at Louisville, before the respondant herein 
Judge Brooks for an order enjoining the State Court and its Judge 
from any further proceeding under his said remand order, unless and 
until it is finally remanded for such proceedings by the Federal Court, 
and his said Motion and Affidavit to. block the said conspirators in 
the State Court, in carrying out their evil plan was ignored by the 
respondant herein Judge Henry L» Brooks, and no relief was given the 
said removal petitioners. 

The petitioner Millard D. Grubbs hereby refers to, adopts, and 

incorporates by reference the Brief relating to said remand order 

that was filed in this Appellate Circuit Court by Attorney William J, 

1 
Dammarel, who represented the Appellants in the said appeal from such*, 

remand order, and especially incorporates the laws ,cited in said 

brief establishing the fact that it was Judge Brooks* legal duty to 

have heard the evidence and witnesses in the removal case before any 

such order to remand was entered* 

(1 e) The bias and prejudice of Judge Brooks against petitioner 

Grubbs herein was further manifested on January 31, 1966, by his order 

entered on said date denying this petitioner Grubbs, his right to 

plead any furhter in the United States District Court in regard to 

his Petition and Motion for an Injunction against the state Court 

in the fran9d«up and corrupt indictment, 
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(1 f ) Prejudice against this petitioner, we feel is established by 
the fact that Mr* Grubba has been denied his constitutional right of 
a Day in Court . a hearing of the witnesses and proof to establish 
a conspiracy against him between Judges that has existed for nearly 
forty [ko) years, and which was furst referred to by this Court, in 
the case of Grubbs, vs t JuCge Ira D. Smith, Special Judge Bob White, 
Lieut. Governor James Breathitt, Jr., Commonwealth Attorney John T* 
King, The Louisville Courier Journal and Louisville Times, and others, 
that was before this Court on Appeal from the dismissal of his com* 
plaint filed In the U. S. District Court at Louisville, dismissed on 
a demurrer, and is reported in F Q d. 86 (2) 175, Which grew out of 
the historic primary election held in Christian County, Kentucky, 
August 3, 1929, out of which arose several contested election suits 
to recount the votes cast in said election, and in which the petitioner 
Grubbs, as a practicing Attorney at Law in this State, represented 
the contestants, and in which all of the contest suits were dismissed 
by the trial judge and a recount of the votes denied. Appeals to the 
Court of Appeals of Kentucky from such dismissal were taken and during 
the pendency of said appeal, it became the painful duty of the peti- 
tioner Grubbs in the honest discharge of his duty as an Attorney at 
Law, to file in said Court of Appeals in said case, an Affidavit 
charging Judge Ira D» Smith, with removing Page 8 from the Transcript 
of Evidence in said appeal before it was signed by the Judge and 
vitally altering the evidence in said appeal. The violence and 
anarchy that followed is beyond description, and out of which arose 
the coi^piracy that is now before this Court in this hearing. 

(1 g) On May 10, 1967, petitioner Grubbs herein filed a petition 
in the United States District Court against Elmer N. Carrell, alone, 
under the Provisions of Section 1983 of Title 42, to recover damages 
for the denial to him hy the said defendant Carrell of the Jsqual pro* 
tection of the laws of Kentucky and for denying said petitioner and 
plaintiff his constitutional and legal right. The said case was 

assigned to respondant Judge Henry L. Brooks, and this petitioner 

1 

Grubbs filed in aid case his Motion and supporting Affidavit to have 
Judge Brooks vacate the Bench in aaid hearing* which on June 8, 1967 
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said affidavit and motion was denied by the said respondant judge 

herein by the following order: 

"The petitioner, Millard BV Grubbs, has filed an affidavit 
to disqualify the Judge of this court to whom this case has 
been assigned. The affidavit complains principally of 
prior judicial rulings adverse to the petitioner and alleges 
some baseless conclusions that do not show the "personal 
bias" which is a prerequisite to disqualification of a judjs. 
However, even if the sufficiency of the petitioner^ affi- 
davit is conceded, Section 144 of Title28 United States 
Code requires that the affidavit of the party be accompanied 
by a certificate of counsel of record stating that the afft. 
davit is made in good faith. The purpose of this requisite 
is founded on the assumption that a member of the bar as an 
officer of the court will not abuse the sensative ri&ht to 
disqualify a judge unless such action is required to assure 
that justice is properly administered. United States vs, 
Hoffa (1965) 245 F. Supp, 772; United States v, Hanrehan 
(1965) 248 F, Supp, 471. 

Since the petitioner has no counsel representing him 
at this time, he is given ten days from the date of this 
order to obtain counsel of record who will sign the essen- 
tial affidavit of good faith. Otherwose, the motion to dis* 
qualify is denied." 

(1 h) On September 11, 1967, the prejudice of Judge Brooks was 
again revealed by his order entered in the said case against Carrell 
in which he dismissed the complaint, and denied this petitioner of 
his right to show by proof the criminal conversion of $870.40, which 
the defendant Carrell, converted to his own use or to the use of 
others of a $2500 cash bail posted by the petitioner Grubbs with 
Carrell, as cleric of the state court, under the fraudulent and framed* 
up indictment, involved in the removal petition above noted, A 
certified copy of the order by respondant Judge herein is filed here- 
with in support hereof, fcnd for under color of law and the regulations 
of his office for depriving and causing the petitioner to be 
deprived of the equal protection and due process of law, and for op* 
press ion and persecution by misuse o'f public power against this 
plaintiff, 

(1 i) The following quotation is taken from the order by the 
respondant Judge Brooks, dismissing the carrell case: 
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"The plaintiff seeks to invoke jurisdiction by relying on 
28 United States Code, Section 1343, entitled "Civil Rights 
and Elective Franchise »J 

We pause in the quotation above started to correct the glaring 

misstatement of fact contained in the order above started because 

the case sought to enforce his rights because of deprivations thereof 

under Section 1983 of Title 42 of the United States Code, which pro* 

vide s 1 

"Every person who, under color of any statute, ordinance, 
regulation, custom, or usage, of any state or territory, 
subjects, or causes to be subjected, any citizen of the 
United States or other persons within the jurisdiction 
thereof to the deprivations of rights, privileges, or im- 
munities, secured by the Constitution and laws, should be 
liable to the party injured to an action at law, suit in 
equity or other proper proceeding for redress ." J 

The complaint against Carrell which the respondent Judge Brooks 
d&iissed by using a wrong provision of the statute charged Carrell 
with subjecting him, under color of the regulations of his office and 
under law to the denied of the equal protection of the law, and of 
other deprivations of denial, 

(1 j) The prejudice of the respondant Judge Brooks is clearly 
exhibited by the order entered on October 27, 1967, in which he 
sarcastically sought to badger and embarrass the petitioner Grubbs 
by improper and unnecessary statement or question in the presence 
of the opposing counsel and at a hearing in which petitioner Grubbs 
had no legal help. The petitioners file herewith, as a part hereof 
the response filed by Mr t Grubbs to the said Affidavit for Summary 
Judgment by the defendant Badesch. The personal prejudice and bias 
against Mr, Grubbs on the part of the respondant Judge Brooks oozes 
out of every word contained in that order, as a cursor reading will 
show. It actually encourages the other defendants to file with him, 
Judge Brooks, a Motion to dismiss plaintiff *s case, and it submits 
the case before the pleadings are even completed. 

(1 k) WHEREFORE, the petitioners ask this Court to issue its 
writ requiring the respondant Judge Henry L» Brooks to vacate the 
Bench in the hearing of the case now before him as trial judge in 
the United States District Court, Louisville, styled Killard iD, Grubbs 
vs. Belle L. Dinwiddle, et al, No, 5736, therein, and for his costs 
herein and for all other legal and euaitable, general and special 
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relief to which he is entitled! 

PARAGRAPH TWO 

The facts set forth herein in Paragraph One show the desperate 
need for a Grand Jury investigation by the United States Grand Jury 
for this District of the conspiracy to deprive these petitioners of 
their constitutional and legal right, and for such an investigation 
the petitioners state as follows: 

(1) Several attempts by written motion and communication with 
the re3pondant Judge Henry L. Brooks, and the other respondants herein 
have been made by these petitioners to be allowed to present the 
facts relating to the crimes committed in obedience to said conspiracy, 
to the said U, S, Grand Jury for Louisville, Two of such written 
efforts are evidenced by the record of the case of petitioner Grubbs 
and others, against Judge J. Miles Pound, and Jefferson Circuit Court, 
being in this Court on appeal of a remand order under No, 17.079. 

(b) On or about August 1, 1967, a committee from the Community 
Improvement League, Inc., led by Miss Bessie T. Morris, its chair- 
woman and Presidnet, made an appointment with the respondant Judge 
Henry Lt Brooks for the purpose of requesting him to have the Grand 
Jury investigate this corrupt conspiracy. Petitioners fileuherewith 
in support hereof, the affidavit of the defendant Bessie T. Morris, 
Attorney C. L. Bell, and others relating to what happened in the 
said appointment with the said Judge Brooks, Judge Brooks, accord- 
ing to the said affidavit, instructed them or advised them to see 
the United States District Attorney at Louisville concerning having 
the Grand Jury Investigate the conspiracy, 

(c) On January 25, I967, these petitioners and each of them 
made a vigorous effort to appear beftts said Richard D, Hill, as 
Foreman of the said U. S. Grand Jury in Louisville to present to them 
the evidence establishing said corrupt conspiracy in violation of 
the criminal laws of the United States, and to have other witnesses 
appear before said Grand Jury for the same purpose. They were denied 
the right to present the facts concerning the said conspiracy to 
said Grand Jury, and was unable to personally see the respondant 
Richard D« Hill, Foreman of said body. Prior to September 25, 1967 
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the petitioners, and each of them, contacted both the United States 
District Attorney, the respondant herein, and Richard D, Hill, Fore- 
man of said Grand Jury, requesting that subpoenas be issued for 
certain persons in Jefferson County, as witnesses to testify before 
the Grand Jury to facts showing the conspiracy against these peti- 
tioners, all of which were ignored by the District Attorney and for 
Foreman of the Grand Jury, The vigorous attempt by the petitioners 
herein to have the said Grand Jury hear their testimony and that of 
their witnesses in said matter, resulted in the U. S. District 
Attorney for this District, Mr. Rivers, respondant herein, finally 
advising U3 in person that he had informed the Grand Jury Foreman 
not to hear out witnesses. We file herewith a telegram sent to the 
said Grand Jury, on September 25, 1967, via the Western Union Telegraph 
Company of Louisville, with a certificate therein from the superin- 
tendent of the Telegraph Company, verifying delivery of said telegran 
which speaks for itself. Notwithstanding these facts, and the facts 
contained in the three letters filed hafcwith and written by the pe- 
titioner Bessie T. Morris to the respondants Richard D. Hill, and 
Ernest Rivers, and one to Judge Witer F. Gordon, another United 
States District Judge for Western Kentucky, at Louisville, who it 
appears signed for the said telegram to the Foreman of the Grand 

Jury J 

(d) The foregoing facts disclosed with certainty that these 
petitioners have been denied by the said officers of the government 
of the United States of their constitutional and legal rights to 
appear before said Grand Jury, and to give in evidence concernihg 
the said corrupt conspiracy and crimes being committed against them 
thereunder, and that it was and is the legal duties of the said 
respondants Judge Henry L. Brooks, United States District Attorney 
Ernest W, Rivers, and Richard D. Hill, Foreman of the United States 
Grand Jury for Louisville to re-assemble and to fix a day and hour 
in which the petitioners and their witnesses may appear before said 
Grand Jury Snd pre sent Itheir testimon^-to 'it shoWingrthe crimes 
committed against them under said conspiracy, and by who and what 
the acts were. 






(e) Although its the plain legal duty of the respondants and 
each of them to have the violation of Sections 241 and 2^2 of Title 18 
of the United states Code, by reason of this conspiracy and the crimes 
set forth hereinabove, and the crimes set forth in other matters 
about which evidence will be presented the said Grand Jury, but they 
will be unable to appear before said Grand Jury and have their witnesses 
appear before said Grand Jury, to put in evidence the facts showing 
said conspiracy and crimes against petitioners, and others, and the 
machinery of the criminal laws to bring such violation and violators 
of law to trial will not be done unless this court issue its writ 
against the respondant Judge Henry L. Brooks requiring- him, as a 
Judge of the United States District Court, and an officer of the 
Government of the United State, to sustain the petitioners said 
motions and requests and have the Grand Jury perform its duty by 
hearing the witnesses and the testimony they desire to present the 
said Grand Jury concerning said crimes, and for the said respondant 
Judge to have the United States District Attorney perform his legal 
duty in regard to the rights of these petitioners and aitizens and 
the crimes behg committed against them. 

WHEREFORE, petitioners ask this Court to issue its said writ 
against the respondant Judge herein, and compel them, and each of 
them, to perform their legal duty to these petitioners in regard to 
hearing the testimony and the testimony of their witnesses concern- 
ing the conspiracy and crimes thereunder being perpetrated against 
them, and for their costs herein and all other relief general and 
special, legal and equitable, to which they are entitled. 

The petitioners file herewith, as a part hereof, the said tele* 
gram addressed to the Grand Jury and dated September 25, 1967, marked 
for identification "Telegram/ 

The affidavit of Miss Bessie T t Morris, and others, concerning tteir 
appointment with the respondant Judge Henry EBrooks, to have him refer 
the said conspiracy for investigation to the Grand Jury of the 
United States for the Louisville Districts marked "Affidavit" for 
identification. 
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Copies each, of the three letters written by the petitioner 
Miss Bessie T. Morris to Mr* Ernest Rivers, United States District 
Attorney, Louisville; one addressed to Mr. Richard D. Hill, Foreman 
of the U. S. Grand Jury, Louisville, and one adclressed to Honorable 
Walter F. Gordon, U. S. District Judge for Western Kentucky, Louisville, 
Kentucky. 

The petitioners say they have read the statements in the fore- 
going petition to have respondant J u £ge Henry L. Brooks, vacate the 
Bench in the trial of case No. 5T36, now pending in said Court 
styled Grubbs vs. Dinwiddie, et al, and containing Paragraph Two to 
have Grand Jury perform its legal duties, and that they are taie as 
they verily believe. 



In pe'fson " 



In "person " ~ 
Subscribed and sworn to before me by Millard D. Grubbs and Bessie T. 
Morris, and each of them, this the day of November, 1967, 

^^'f~p\iSI^Q^nli:n^n!ov^€ffevaoh County, KentucKy 

My commission expires: 

CERTIFICATE: 

It is hereby certified that a true copy of the foregoing 
petitinn has been given the respondants, and each of them, by mailing 
a copy thereof, to them at the addresses listed below, with' sufficient 
postage on each of thems 

1 Judge Jenry L. Brooks, addressed to his office in the Post Office 
Building, Lo4isv411e, Kentucky. 

Mr. Ernest jW. Rivers, U. S, Distric^ttorney, addressed to him 
at his office in the Post Office Building, Louisville, Kentucky. 

and copy to Mr, Richard D. Hill, Foreman of the U. S. Grand Jury 
Louisville, addressed to him .at his office at 118 West Breckinridge 
Street, Louisville, Kentucky, 



~Tn person" 



"in person 
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n tits boted $«ra czecoit cma or a?»w 

FOii 2SE Sim CUiCOT 
CBCZS6EAK 

V3. SXIPnUESSSKSAKT &&X& 90B B&8SXE Sf. MEB 

J-J?CC HCM t t BitOOS"., 

u, >;, prTiiXci' vaftiw&r Fori 

*ac;M> b* him, hasFtnwEs 

jut re fisass mis com: 

Tm petitions, Scsai* T. Mow!*, b^llTOa ttat b llttla background 
hintwy of hw she tocane a patitioww in this <w»&e would ba halpful to 
tb3 Coufft. 

While shu attended tho University or Lwiaville l/*v Schoal for 
ten emsstsrs^ haf studies were not fa* baconing a nen&w or th# b?J% 
Uai Were for to? o«n protection end it) relation to her «wk «* & 
?&*lt<», ?ho has founts ter fcnovled@ft useful alao «& president sf tha 
"CoiRrwnlty Iqprov<nent I#a©i« # Inc./ whish #ba organised and no** 
directs, and that zaovastent; Is for 1 having Jwitle* don* by out* Ju#£Oc in 
courts, As fcrccident of the corssunlty iK&rovcn&wt l*o?,rus, Xjsc*, $h# 
fcecesa Siitsrssted in tto tMsaofldoua; ptrtj£gla *»ins eeirted an by tfta 
Konora&lg jilted 0. ambbs, who had been aan^tlonnHsed fey the nowe* 
poper* in th* lottw 1920«e and 2233*$, «nd as she tod felt i#enly 
tfc& i»jusUc# of Judgas^ hwMlf, $h# rod* a -very wsfui exsviaotloo 
og tin paipseeutlan of Rj?» Grubby and found a ccwlltioa of wry &itt*»« 
ly prejudiced $jdees jsM other public servants that bated and torad 
this outstanding eltisen, *fh& is loved and t^ustad fey those that know 

hig. 

ShD petitiones* Bwi® kovpIb has baaa jsad^ to distrust jud^ss of 
CouH» in toulsvllla fey a bitter experience in which $hs to® defrauded 
of a pleca of property in tho ID^O 1 ^ worth at that tic* eeverai thou* 
$£3$ dollars la value* shs wntactod tsany tofc&berB of t*» Bar in 
Fr$ftlctet # LouisviHe # and tbroushout thv State who oittained thJ 
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*ritt«n reap* at tta» 4tmM% of heir rttfvt* «sm$ «»ch vt then in tut* 
gjtarwo utd to heri »Miw Itori^ you bm s^r gyapttlv. Tm$ «ttffc 
tjtela yow teuso, be* ttero is nothing I mn <k About it wlwa I get 
itf b&3 t*Kh tfce Sutyp*** $m mm iavolved a fa© »lp^<? <e$a to e 
^iocs ©£ pjfeparty tfca jpotitiotaw KwwiB Iwsd built an^ tie toud tlist 
»a* p©rp©t**t*d upon M? by tfee COK8siaaioi»r end jfojga or th» Coatt, 
was? in bolt! (toUwwa stf %m ®Utu%m of fraud calatirsg in th® Stat* 
ex totmsny uaiter section *?0 K. a. s. tt» wa W* tafcaa to to 
Can't or *p$xwl* *nd Ccssstoioraot* Otto stjujiay amrasd th$ cw iy 
6Uti«f T fttoly hw3 6»eoribiua; fc*r f«« »I^>X« te£ $ *Titl« EoadU* 
toy X $$y that tt* axpevtonct&X have hsul in <&tfo?cii;$ ay j?i£;t 
ami cot #m to lnt>WM)»« isy trout in th» m?$£c&&*£ ot our x%;ht ia 
oa* 0*^, but I £tuet m$ that I tra* utterly sauscfi #»3 Uft^wsKl 
*w tiw a&wfc X «waiv*J &n £&pfceto 3?5, X#l7, #*» X ^&, re to 
cpsafe, th» doors oi* the tond fey <a«M in ay fc^ i.. ? th-a mrwafrnt 
tootn, #*♦ Uctard &♦ Bn, Pfr*«e3n of &b© &» ;!'* Grand tftuv *fc toiwille, 
end it iv*tf been ?itUsrIy lapwiaibi© for w to 4ts#st -# »at^ito?at at 
fc*no i?")ib*d wt»t«a CUttflot Htwray A*i* tout#vJIJ»» Piu torn, vh? f 
iafcn**d tUat ho M #i)v&w^ tbo> Oi^^tid Ji.u*y e»t ta lv*?r tl» wl<?ottc* » 
to itwfufessiJt ttf-wi 1 tm I a« ^i^vud to put WfGfcO a Cj^rta j»fy 
ti«t **XU 4»«t»bluh th» coiTtfpt «en«piipa*y ^te^a o«* il$a»# Wi^ws of 
LottlovI3i*» «im£ *ry?%t yp(*t tt2U<tr ^nd the Cesstisfli«M«? «f th«» Cswjc^,, 
«3S2»i*dl *i#x Booth. 

i I haw eUo *pjw*wJ» «« rtwimafl of tt^ Cos»wtiity Iasvw«**ftfc 

ca4 ^rK>t]*^x» iwiy ww ppiwnt oa th« ^7th *f o^t&tHi? ia tl» aJv.rstors 
or JKs^» P«i»fy i,. »w«ioi, nni tl» s?jHs«tnei« tfe«t took place, in «y 
opinion wos ehasftful, Am3£9 &roo^ np^roO to h«vo q very bittw* 
ptf«jwllce and Un% spinsit Rp^ fiimbb** «nd 2n ^ opinioni »wjtJtt t?> 
pi®co hin in tlw most «ntor«>«ft«ins light fee po««iihly swld tfi?» IM» 
!■!?, feni^o vaa not to b^ Intlaitffiited by arttywia* ^w^^i% t'rt* js?ecots<iifiC* 
lasro not ^ueft ®^ to ftlavat* thw« Hho ttdsdbtctdd it sw t» ias^U« « 
returaing n^spact f<B» the Adednifftrfttion of jum?!** in I*ai«vil3*» 






Tho isserclse of powaa? witibout th# right to do m is t&« «H>»t 
corrupt cad cowardly act s*e know of • ?o siIsua® public pwev fco strike 

a litigant a foul blow JftfOa the B^isch i^ntiri^a a isonstw that is m&% 
of treason *cd fear - ^person that la a dog in fwehaad, sad a# co* 
&r<rdly £8 a dser. Ha tfcinks it la tnuc& aafar hla Court to so to' rob 
a citlran t&m to try It on the street, you fenon* Bat sortdtUasdj 
tatottlttg wmtt I do, 2 a&& rayeelf j la It really safer? 

ftta ashibltg and Xottftrg that support thi» uiwumal jwocaading 
ahc« the t«twiblo condition* aad awful acts in lauisvUltf that tasco 
place in ttw na&a of jostle** 

respectfully Subalttodi, 



It is hereby certified that a tws sopy of the f^acoi% 

Erief by Bessie £, Morris ftaa bcflis $ivea each of tha dof jndants harein 

and mch of tho dsfsnaanta In the castf Ko. 573#> ttyl«d Killard P, 

C^ufcbs* vs. Ski Is L* Blmrlddia* et «1 aotf pending fc*f<aw the respondsnt 

Judge Kanry L. Brocks, by Mailing < tru« copy thereof to then #& 

follow « 

Judnfi V&nty U Brook* # Post Office Building, luulevlllo, totucky. 

fir, srn^nt nivem, tf, f. district attorney, Poet Office Building, 
XfiulftvlUflfj Sontuolcy. 

' Mr* Blchcrd D, i&H, Fcawian of Use 0* 5* Grand Jury, Louisville, 

ICcntuc&y, 113 West Bmklnridge fltwtot, toulsvlll*, Kentucky* 

*ir. Volter K» King* Eentue^ Ebri* Life Eulldins,' /,tty. for K^s. 
££11© L» Diawiddi« # esc© £o* 573^, boni&vlllej Aestocity. 

Kr* Lewenc* S. CratsBsn, tejj *>** liberty stmt* loul»vllle f 
Kentucky, Atty* of tocord for defendant Badesoh* 

icr. Hrrtin F. suliivwi, Jr., 113 soujfch ffiftn straet, ioulflville, 

Kentucky, /tty» of Bscord for «?• Sliaar 2f« wcrroll. 
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FROM: 

SUBJECT: 
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DIRECTOR, FBI (44-28247) 

SAC, LOUISVILLE (44-643) (C) 

A 



Jefferson Circuit Court, Criminal 

Branch, Louisville, Kentucky; ET AL; 

MILLARD D. GRUBBS * VICTIM; 

ET AL 

CR 

00: LOUISVILLE 

Re Louisville airtel to the Bureau, 11/21/67, 

Enclosed for the Bureau are the original and 
three copies of a LHM of instant date incorporating 
information voluntarily furnished on 9/4/69, by victim 
GRUBBS. 

For the information of the Bureau, it is noted 
that in addition to the information in the enclosed GRUBBS 
stated that one of the Individuals those name he was going 
to furnish the foreman of the current Federal Grand Jury 
in Louisvill e to be subpoenae d as a witness in GRUBBS' 
behalf is SA I |o f the L ouisville Office. 

~\ is a necessary 



i% 



GRUBBS stated that he believes 

witness in that a portion of the proof he must present 
of the alleged conspiracy thamjks long existed against 
him is the fact that he on rWntber of occasions furnished 
complaintte regarding the conspiracy against hjm^ tjjeyjpi , 

QP- Bureau (Enc. 4) 
2 - Louisville 
(1 - 44-88) 
WLV/afp 
(4) 
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By n01^6L_^--— — - 
' lec CIVIL RIGKIS MI 





Sent. 
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who he understood in turn, in accordance with established 
procedures, furnished the information to the Civil Rights 
Division, U.S. Depart»ent of Justice. Thereafter, GRUBBS 
intends to show that the Department of Justice took no 
action to assist him in his complaints. 



During the conve rsation with GRUBBS, SA ^_ 
pointed out to GRUBBS that I L of course, could not 
testify as to the accuracy ^Inaccuracy of the information 

hl^ 

understood this, and his on ly purpose for asking that I I 



curacy 



GRUBBS had furnished I I GRUBBS stated he thoroughly 



be subpoenaed is for I I to testify he received the 
information from GRUBBS and in turn forwarded communications 
to FBI Headquarters for referral to the Civil Rights Division, 
U.S. Department of Justice. 

In additton to instant file, GRUBBS made reference 
to his complaint to the Louisville Office in 1953 
(Bufile 44-6004, entitled "Various Circuit Court Judges 
of the State of Kentucky and Louisville Newspaper; MILLARD 
GRUBBS - VICTIM; CR") and stated he intended to present 
evidence before the grand jury to the effect that the 
Louisville Office of the FBI in 1953 conducted investigation 
regarding GRUBBS' complaint and referred the matter to 
the Department of Justice who took no action on the 
complaint. 

A copy of the enclosed LHM has been disseminated 
locally to the USA. 

Bureau will be advised in the event GRUBBS is 
successful in having the Federal Grand Jury at Louisville, 
Ky M investigate his complaint. 
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In Reply, Please Refer to 
Fife No 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Louisville, Kentucky 
September 5, 1969 
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Jefferson Circuit Court, 

Criminal Branch, 

Louisville, Kentucky; 

ET AL; 

KILLARD D. GRUBBS T VICTIM; 

ET AL 

CIVIL RIGHTS 



Attention is invited to memorandum dated November 21, 1967, 
and previous memoranda submitted regarding the captioned matter. 

There follows a report of interview incorporating 
information voluntarily furnished on September 4, 1969, 
to a representative of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
by Millard D. Grubbs. 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI, It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency* 



ENCLOSURE 
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On. 



1-17-69) 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



D ,„_»^L 



mum d, mm. iw south sth street, 

Louisville, Kentucky, voluntarily contacted the Louisville 
Off lee of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (IS!) and 
furnished the following infonetioaj 

Be is ? iforouiljr continuing in his lonftiBe 
effort to see tint he obtains jnttice regarding that he 
toned a loag*ti»e conspiracy of thirty years or tore to 
keep hie fros being able to enforce his rights in ieatucky 
State Courts or In federal Courts, which he said is a 
violation of Title It, felted States Code, Section 241, 
Be is of the feeling that a group of individuals he classified 
as "Zionist Jew" initiated and are continuing this conspiracy 
against hii. In connection with the alleged conspiracy* 
tt|US believes that judges of Ssntaeky State Courts, as 
veil tm Federal Courts have node erroneous opinions vith 
respect to court actions in which fflBBBS has been involved, 

WffiBB stated that abort two yeais ago he attempted 
to personally get before a Federal Oread &ry sitting in 
Louisville, Kentucky, for the purpose of having the grand 
jury investigate his cotplaint, On this occasion, he m 
not successful in getting before the grand jury as a 
Deputy felted states lumbal would not penit hii entrance 
as the grand jurors did not ask for WW to appear before 
it, mm on that occasion deteaded to know im felted 
States Attorney MSWT f * HIW of Louisville, Kentucky, 
why mm eould not get before the grand Jury; and according 
to GUBB0, BITOS told mm that uni had told the 
grand Jury not to call 



fflTOBS through an acsaa intaace identified as 



in Louisville, has currently 

brought to the attention 0/ iSBtll WITH, described by W 
as a golf pro and forewarn of the current Federal frand .Jury 
in Louisville, information regarding his, WBS&\ complaint 
and has requested that WIS have the carrent Federal firtnd 
lory investigate the set ter. Beportedly, SMITH sent word 
to GBVB88 through r I that if OWBBS has Infomtion of a 
violation of a I^derETlfw, Stfft would see to it that the 
grand jury, over wfeieh SilTH if foresee, will look into the 



9/4/69 ,. Louisville, lentuckv f»im M 44- W 
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Tim document contains neither recommendations nor concision* of the FBI. It if the property of the FBI and n loaned to your agency 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency, 
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natter* SMITH reportedly has indicated he nay hare a special 
session of his grand jury for this purpose, SMITH reportedly 
asked that GROBBS furnish SMITH a list of fitnesses GRUBBS 
would like called before the grand jury in the event it 
does investigate GRUBBS' conplaint. GRUBBS Intends to 
furnish such a list of witnesses to SMITH, 

GRUBBS further advised that he intends to request 
TOKMIK SMITH to have the Attorney General of the United 
States' appoint a special attorney to handle the grand jury 
during the tine GRUBBS' coaplaint is investigated* 
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